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WHEN To Diz 


IF ONE READS COMMUNIST PUBLICA- 
tions in this country, one is confronted 
with the following paradoxical revel- 
ation. John Doe, who was fighting 
with the British forces and was killed 
in action on June 21, at 11:55 P. M, 
was a dope and a fool who gave his life 
for the “imperialists” and shed his 
blood to enrich the British plutocrats. 
Being merely a misguided victim of 
Churchill’s machinations, he will no 
doubt be relegated to that shady region 
of the communist hereafter where the 
innocent unsaved are sent and he will 
be given lectures on Stalinism (to im- 
prove his political orientation) every 
day to the end of time. But Richard 
Roe, serving in the same regiment as 
John Doe, who was killed at 12:05 
A. M. on June 22 of the same year of 
grace 1941, is a hero who gloriously 
gave his life for the preservation of 
democracy and the defense of the free- 
dom of all countries—not excluding 
that of the United States. His name is 
worthy of being inscribed on the walls 
of the Kremlin as a lesson and an ex- 
ample to all future generations. 

Was Richard Roe perhaps a genial 
lover of humanity while John Doe was 
a criminal who joined the army to 
escape a jail sentence, the reader might 
wonder? No, that is not the case. One 
may scan the Daily Worker from the 
first page down to the bottom of Mike 
Gold's woozy column without finding 
any hint of such a state of affairs. The 
answer is much simpler. Up to June 22 
Russia was not attacked and so the war 
was imperialist. To hell with the 
Greeks and the Danes and the Dutch 
and the Jews. Russia was safe and at 
peace—it seemed. Hitler could march 
down to Union Square and the com- 
munists would not admit that the 
United States was threatened. Only 
fools or knaves could take sides in the 
war. But on June 22 Russia was in- 
vaded. Instantaneously everything 
changed. Whoever had his arm raised 
against Nazism was in a trice suffused 
with glory and nobility. 

Poor John Doe, he met an ignoble 
death five minutes too soon, and thus 
- missed being admitted into the com- 
munist Valhalla. 

When to die is a very difficult ques- 
tion to answer and many others, more 
brilliant than John Doe, failed to solve 
it. The subject lends itself to specula- 
tion. If Trotzky, for instance, had died 
twenty years ago, there would now be 
dozens of towns named after him. We 
would read in the headlines that the 
Nazis were repulsed with severe losses 
near Trotzky or Trotzk or Trotzkgor- 
od. But he missed his cue and was kil- 
led in Mexico in 1940, an embittered 
and widely besmirched old man. Or if 
Hitler had died at the age of four. He 
would have been mourned by his par- 
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ents. The world would have paid no 
attention to the event, but within the 
hearts of two people he would have 
remained a wistful and dear memory. 
Now his name will be a curse for gen- 
erations ranking above Nero and Ivan 
the Terrible. 


Trotzky and Hitler, and others like 
them, were free agents. They chose 
their course in life. But why condemn 
the unwitting John Does? Thousands 
of years ago it was realized that there 
was injustice in this arrangement. And 
so Jews made some provisions for the 
generations that lived before Sinai, and 
Christians worked out some compli- 
cated scheme for the billions who died 
before the crucifixion. 

But latter day communist saints have 
not yet attained comprehension of this 
question. Hottentot philosophy still 
flourishes among them. The soldier 
who fell fighting for the freedom of 


Ethiopia, Poland, England or any other 
country outside of Russia was a delud- 
ed fool at best. They were the heroes 
as they smugly patted their own backs 
in the safety of Moscow or New York 
and pontificated that it made no differ- 
ence who won the war. Now that Rus- 
sia has been attacked, they stick to their 
story. Salvation and heroism begin as 
of June 22. 


How should one characterize this at- 
titude of the communists? Stupidity? 
Chicanery? No. Its vileness transcends 
any of these. It is a form of reversion 
to moral barbarism which might have 
been found only during the time when 
one savage hid in his cave and from his 
safe vantage point gleefully watched 
another savage being devoured by a 
beast of prey. His cave and his weak- 
ness served as a perfect non-aggression 
pact protecting both him and the tiger. 

S. K. 
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Editorials 





A JEWISH Army Now 


HE BRITISH GOVERNMENT IS NOW FACED WITH 

an excellent opportunity to correct a major 
wrong and blunder. The present is a propitious 
moment to act on the oft-repeated offers of the Jewish 
Agency and to mobilize the Jewish youth of Palestine 
into a special military unit. This should be done at 
once and without any waste of time, else the oppor- 
tune moment may pass never to return. 

Some time ago, during the weeks between the fall 
of Greece and Crete and the British victory in Syria, it 
might have been argued with a semblance of reason 
that there was not time to organize Jewish military 
formations. Palestine seemed to be threatened daily 
with invasion and the formation and equipment of 
new military units takes time. Now the situation has 
radically changed. British forces in the Near East are 
enjoying a breathing spell. If they do not utilize this 
pause to strengthen their forces by every means, in- 
cluding the mobilization of the loyal and enthusias- 
tically anti-fascist Jewish youth of Palestine, they will 
have committed a new blunder, in addition to a moral 
injustice, for which a tragic price may have to be paid 
in the future. 

Let us examine the present situation in the Near 
East. The rebellion in Iraq which aimed to be a fatal 
stab in the back of the British forces, has been sup- 
pressed. Reports indicate that pro-Nazi partisan 
groups still maintain sporadic activities, but they have 
ceased to be serious and offer no real threat at this 
time. Syria and Lebanon have been occupied by the 
English and the Free French. The promise of Syrian 
independence after the war transforms this area into a 
friendly base. Hitler’s invasion of Russia has also re- 
moved the threat of early German action in the Near 
East for some time. 

But this semblance of security should not mislead 
anyone. There are numerous indications that it is but 
a temporary lull and we have good grounds to believe 
that the temporary nature of this pause is adequately 
appreciated by British government circles in London. 

It is impossible to predict the future course of the 
Nazi invasion of Russia. Should they succeed in occu- 
pying the Ukraine and the Caucausus, the situation in 
the Near East would become highly critical over- 
night. Turkey and Persia would be in danger of im- 
mediate occupation by Germany: The Nazis already 
have one of their preliminary pacts with Turkey and a 
great staff of “tourists” in Persia. The tremendous oil 
resources of Persia, nearly three times as large as 
those of Iraq, would fill a great gap in Nazi needs and 
would provide them with a wedge splitting British 
Near Eastern forces from those in, India and the Far 
East. Sensing such possibilities, the ex-Mufti and 


other Moslem leaders who hope for a Nazi victory 
have transferred their headquarters to Persia. 

The forces of England in the Near East are not too 
great. This is a well established fact. During the pro- 
Nazi uprising in Iraq, England had to bring reinforce- 
ments from India. Should India itself be threatened 
by a possible Nazi advance it is obvious that no forces 
could then be removed from India for service else- 
where. Under such circumstances an additional two 
or three divisions, such as the Jews of Palestine could 
provide, might prove to be a factor of considerable 
weight. 

British authorities in London as well as in Palestine 
know that the Jews of Palestine are ready to respond 
the instant they are called. The quality of this man- 
power has been adequately proved by the thousands 
of Palestinian Jews who have participated in the 
fighting in Greece, Lybia and East Africa and have 
received high praise from their commanders. 

Any further delay in organizing a Jewish army in 
Palestine will be gross negligence, if not something 
worse. Nazi preoccupation in Russia provides a much 
needed breathing spell to increase the forces in the 
Near East. American shipments of munitions are now 
reaching Egypt through the Red Sea. The previous 
argument of lack of armaments is thus also no longer 
valid. 

This is a favorable moment to establish a Jewish 
armed force. This moment may not repeat itself. Pro- 
crastination in forming such a Jewish military unit 
will prove that the authorities in London are still 
swayed by political advisors who are opposed to Jew- 
ish military aid even when that aid may contribute 
appreciably to a victory over Nazism. 


ANTI-STRIKE LAW IN PALESTINE 


N JULY 8, THE PALESTINE ADMINISTRATION 
announced a projected act ‘to bar strikes and 
lockouts in the country. This law would go far be- 
yond anything attempted in England or its dominions 
and it has rightly met with a storm of protest from 
progressive and labor circles within Palestine as well 
as from the British Labor Party. As proposed it would 
not differentiate between political strikes, such as 
those undertaken by the entire Jewish community of 
the country to protest the deportation of refugees and 
“illegal” immigrants, and purely economic strikes. 
Fortunately there are indications that the Palestine 
authorities might be compelled to withdraw the pro- 
jected law under pressure of the campaign against it. 
How explain the attempt to introduce such a law 
in Palestine? Is it that Palestine labor is especially 
truculent or unwilling to cooperate in war time econ- 
omic efforts? This is not so. On the contrary, the His- 
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tadrut, Palestine’s Jewish Federation of Labor, has an 
unequalled record in the field of social responsibility. 
Since its inception twenty years ago it has always de- 
manded that the employers hire union labor under a 
contract that called for arbitration during the dura- 
tion of the agreement. In 1940 Histadrut members 
have lost only 17,000 days of work as a result of 
strikes out of a total of 35,000,000 work-days. And 
even this small percentage of time lost was not due to 
a mere love for striking. Real wages in Palestine had 
dropped 17% since the war while in England itself, 


where the brunt of the fighting has been felt keenly, 
real wages have fallen only 6% during the same per- 
iod. The time lost on strikes occurred in a few profit 
making industries which refused to abide by the wage 
increases approved by the government, the Jewish Ag- 
ency and the Manufacturers’ Association, which were 
necessitated by the rise in prices. The 125,000 mem- 
bers of the Histadrut have voluntarily contributed 
4,000,000 days of work for the benefit of unem- 
ployed at a time when most other countries resorted 
to the dole. And since the outbreak of the war the 
Histadrut was the first to demand the establishment 
of defense industries in Palestine. 


The answer to the question is to be found in an- 
other direction. The Jewish community in Palestine 
suffers from the activities of a small group of well-to- 
do businessmen and planters, headed by the mayor of 
Tel Aviv, Mr. Rokeach, who conceive of themselves 
as a class of economic aristocrats into whose hands the 
administration of the community should be entrusted. 
Their conceited claims and arrogant practices lead 
one to believe that they long to establish themselves 
in relation to the community in the same position that 
the Effendis, the Arab landed gentry, occupy in rela- 
tion to the Arabs. The powerful Histadrut and the 
democratic representative bodies have been a thorn 
in the side of this group for many years. The war 
situation has presented them with some opportun- 
ities which they hasten to exploit. Under the cry 
of “emergency” they tried to do away with the 
democratically elected national institutions in favor 
of small committees where they could have the upper 
hand. Failing in these efforts they appealed to the Pal- 
estine administration to pass an anti-strike act that 
would be a severe blow to Palestine labor. The Pales- 
tine administration, which has been following a reac- 
tionary and appeasement policy long after this course 
had been abandoned in London, has been only too 
glad to lend its ear to-the plea of the mayor of Tel 
Aviv and his associates and announced the projected 
anti-strike law. It has been deaf to the demands of the 
Histadrut for the establishment of a fair wage law that 
would protect Jews as well as the terribly exploited 
Arabs. It has ignored the demands for an effective 
eight hour day. (The wage level and the working 
hours prevalent in Jewish enterprises in Palestine are 
due to the efforts of the Histadrut and progressives in 
the community, and not to any government edict.) 
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But the reactionary requests of Mr. Rokeach found 
the administration sympathetic. 


It may seem paradoxical at first, whence come such 
elements into the Jewish community in Palestine? 
Were not these reactionary businessmen and growers 
persecuted in Poland or Rumania only a few years 
ago? Have they so soon forgotten? It seems they have, 
and as soon as they prospered in Palestine they beheld 
a new vision of happiness—becoming a class of Jew- 
ish Effendis, an aggressive economic aristocracy on 
the eastern pattern, which looks after its own interests 
solely. 


Let SoviET Russia ANSWER 


HE AGREEMENT SIGNED BETWEEN SOVIET 

Russia and Poland a few days ago is a significant 
event. Like many documents and statements of these 
days, it leaves unsaid more than it says, but even so it 
marks a radical departure in the relations of these two 
countries. By this agreement Soviet Russia repudiates 
all territorial changes that have arisen out of Ger- 
many’s invasion of Poland in 1939. This is a far cry 
from the recent Soviet pact which recognized Japan- 
ese influence in Manchuria and from the Soviet with- 
drawal of recognition from Jugoslavia and Norway. 
Poland, on the other hand, signed the agreement 
despite the fact that it said nothing about the restora- 
tion of Polish rule after the war in the territories it 
lost in White Russia and Galicia. One may interpret 
this as a tacit recognition on the part of Poland that it 
has no right to rule areas inhabited by other peoples. 


Soviet Russia also agreed to release Polish prison- 
ers and organize them into a Polish legion. But Polish 
soldiers are not the only ones who were sent to Soviet 
concentration camps. Many Zionists were arrested by 
the Soviet authorities in the regions taken from Po- 
land and sent to labor and concentration camps deep 
in Russia. This was done in accordance with the old 
Soviet practice of persecuting Zionists on the grounds 
that they are “agents of British imperialism.” This 
policy has been followed ever since 1919. Of the 
thousands of Zionists exiled to Siberia and other re- 
mote regions, many died, others are still languishing 
in exile and only a few succeeded in winning freedom 
and finding their way to Palestine. 

There was never any justification for this policy. It 
was but another manifestation of the workings of the 
dictatorial Soviet regime which saw logic even in such 
an irrational step as declaring Hebrew to be a “reac- 
tionary” language. 

Today even the Soviet alibis for its furious anti- 
Zionist policy have lost all meaning. Zionists were 
accused of being “agents of British imperialism.” We 
challenge all Bolsheviks, from Joseph Stalin down to 
the lowliest communist party secretary in the Bronx, 
to tell us what is wrong with cooperating with British 
“imperialism” today? Doesn’t the Red Army fight as 
an ally of Britain? Aren’t we all urged to extend to 
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England all aid possible? What justification is there 
then for keeping Zionists in Russian prisons? 


It is hardly necessary to repeat again how false the 
charge had been from the very beginning. Zionism, 
the movement of Jewish liberation and repatriation 
to Palestine, has cooperated with the forces of pro- 
gress and democracy everywhere. 


Now that Soviet Russia has been forced into the 
camp of the democracies—even though this hap- 
pened against its will—would it be too much to hope 
that some breath of tolerance enter into its regime 
and lead to the liberation of so many people who 
have suffered exile and misery without cause? 


ANOTHER FALseE Passport? 


ARL BROWDER, LEADER OF THE COMMUNIST 
party in the United States, is serving a term in 
prison for having traveled abroad on a passport ob- 
tained with untrue statements. Since June 22 the 
Communist Party has been carrying on an active cam- 
paign to have him released, offering Russia’s good 
fight against Nazi Germany as proof that Browder is 
an active anti-fascist. And even while communists are 
demanding Browder’s release, they again indulge in 
the sin of which he was proved guilty, and try to in- 
sinuate themselves into public favor with a faked 
ideological passport. 


We sometimes think that it is a shame more people 
don’t read the long and tedious manifestos generally 
printed somewhere on an inside page of the Daily 
Worker. We could hardly recommend this as a plea- 
sant pastime. But if one has the nervous stamina and 
patience to plow through the dreary mass of words in 
these documents, communist policy becomes surpris- 
ingly clear and the hidden springs that animate their 
numerous fronts and transmission belt organizations 
become plain to the naked eye. Such a document is 
the report of William Z. Foster, chairman of the 
Communist Party, on the occasion of their new 
change of policy. Hidden in a mountainous stack of 
words we find the following needle: “The defense of 
Socialism and the first Socialist Republic is of stupen- 
dous importance to the whole world, and this fact 
must be made clear to the American people; but our 
main approach has to be to convince these masses that 
their own most immediate interests are directly 


threatened . . . So we must present it to them, not 
merely or chiefly as a fight to defend the first Socialist 
country.” 


These few lines are the cue to the comrades. Under 
“Socialism” they, of course, refer to Stalin’s regime 
and an attack on all Socialists and democrats follows. 
Henceforth they will parade about with their new 
false passport of defenders of the American people 
against Hitler, and in this new guise they will pro- 
ceed with their old job—attempting to undermine or 
capture any organization that does not approve of 
Stalin’s version of dictatorship. 
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Gor a Perfect Vacation 


SPEND YOUR VACATION IN AN IDEAL 
ENVIRONMENT AND PROGRESSIVE 
JEWISH ATMOSPHERE IN THE SUMMER 
HOME OF THE JEWISH NATIONAL 
WORKERS’ ALLIANCE. 


Swimming, sports, dancing, enter- 
tainment by outstanding stars of the 
Jewish and English stage. 
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CITIZEN KANE AND CITIZEN COHEN 


by Jacob J. Weinstein 


“Gh asset WELLES, America’s most gifted young 
actor, has selected for his debut into the big- 
time cinema the role of a powerful newspaper pub- 
lisher who, in spite of all Hollywood’s subtle dis- 
guises, turns out to be William Randolph Hearst. 
There are a few differences between the screen ver- 
sion of Mr. Kane and the life story of Mr. Hearst. On 
the screen, Kane is born to humble parents who run a 
boarding house in a Montana mining village, and is 
adopted by a millionaire mine owner in New York. 
William Randolph Hearst was born to George and 
Phebe Hearst in San Francisco. George Hearst was 
already several times a millionaire, rich in possession 
of copper, silver and gold mines. On the screen, Kane 
marries the daughter of a president, has a son by 
her, and then falls in love with a rural nightingale 
whom he forces into the opera and onto the Amer- 
ican public, even when the nightingale’s voice be- 
comes more like that of a bluejay. In real life, Wil- 
liam Randolph Hearst married the younger sister of a 
vaudeville team and had a whole series of children 
by her and only when past sixty did he attach Mar- 
ion Davies to himself. He foisted Miss Davies on the 
movies as long as the American public could possibly 
take it, and then removed her to his super-colossal set 
at San Simeon where she is the permanent star. It is 
the reverse of poetic justice that the only form of con- 
temporary art which William Randolph Hearst pat- 
ronized and sincerely admired—the cinema—should 
be the medium to record his furiously futile life. 
Hearst left opera and the fine arts to other bored 
billionaires like Otto Kahn, Sam Insull and Andy 
Mellon. | 

In the movie, Citizen Kane aspires to the governor- 
ship of his State and is defeated on the eve of his con- 
ceded election by the discovery of his love-nest with 
the rustic warbler. 


On the sound track of what we choose to call 
actual life, William Randolph Hearst ran for repre- 
sentative from his district to the National Legislature 
and was elected, and while he played hooky from his 
legislative chores even more often than he cut classes 
at Harvard, he did introduce some rather progressive 
bills on tariff reformi, interstate commerce regulation 
and a humanitarian measure to help the victims of 
the San Francisco fire. He also engaged in some veno- 
mous quarrels with fellow legislators and, in general, 
increased his contempt for the democratic processes 
in government. He was defeated in his attempts to 
become Mayor, and again to become Governor of 
New York. So the reference on the screen that he was 
“always a best man but never a groom” was almost 
correct. William Randolph Hearst could sell almost 





anything through his newspaper chain except only 
himself. 

As the proprietor of the largest chain of news- 
papers, William Randolph Hearst will be remem- 
bered in the annals of American history long after 
San Simeon has reverted to wilderness and the ivy 
grows thick over the name-plaques of many a build- 
ing on the Berkeley Campus which read: “A Gift of 
William Randolph Hearst.” Willie could take a fail- 
ing paper and make it hum by pouring money, talent 
and ingenuity into it, but he didn’t stop there. He was 
not satisfied to report the news; he wanted to play 
God, or destiny, and make the news. Where he found 
life not to his heart’s desire, and was unable to smash 
it and remold it closer to his fancy, he merely dis- 
torted the news so that the picture of the world in the 
minds of men who read his papers would be the pic- 
ture of Willie’s world, not the real world. With his 
hold on the press, Willie helped to assassinate Mc- 
Kinley, brought on the Spanish American War, 
created several labor riots, and increased hugely the 
American appetite for scandal, bigamy, divorce, rape, 
sex murders and gangster massacres. Fortunately, 
because of a certain ambivalence in his own make-up, 
a certain wild anarchism, a petulant contempt for his 
own class, a willful exhibitionism and because of the 
tenacious grain of common sense in the people of 
America, William Randolph Hearst was not able to 
prevent us from helping England in the last war, nor 
in this, nor was he able to provoke us into a war with 
Mexico, nor to assassinate, at least, the reputation of 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt and the New Deal. 


Perhaps that is why Willie built his own empire at 
San Simeon, where his every word and whim would 
be law. In 1931, while Rabbi in San Francisco and 
very much interested in the abolition of capital pun- 
ishment, I was appointed a member of a committee of 
three delegated to visit Mr. Hearst at San Simeon to 
enlist him in our enterprise. When we arrived at the 
outer gates of this feudal principality, word came that 
only the head of the committee, Mr. Sullivan, would 
be permitted to see the exalted personage, so I had to 
be content with the description of Xanadu as given by 
my meticulously honest friend. Mr. Welles should 
have enlisted Metro-Goldwyn-Mayer for the Xanadu 
shots. Even in 1931, the unopened crates of European 
castles, statuary, cathedrals and medieval armament 
stretched for half a mile, to say nothing of the vast 
storage spaces on the grounds and the whole street of 
warehouses in New York. If the bombings continue 
for a few more years, European savants may have to 
come to San Simeon to see how Europe really looked 
in the Middle Ages, provided Mr. Hearst does not 
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have to liquidate more of his antique collections 
through Macy’s and Gimbel’s. 

In this pretentious hacienda of conspicuous waste 
at San Simeon, where the bathroom spigots are four- 
teen-carat gold and where the table silver for a 
formal affair is a mere quarter-million’s worth, there 
are four laws which, like those of the Medes and the 
Persians, never must be broken. They open an im- 
portant door to an understanding of the strange in- 
side of Kane-Hearst. 


1. No drinking in the guests’ suites. All drinking must 
be done at the main bar or in the lounge-room of 
the Central Court. 

2. Everyone must come to the great hall of La Casa 
Grande every evening where they attend, while King 
Willie and Queen Marion take their royal places at 
the vast refectory table. Democracy is observed by 
permission to wear informal clothes and the use of 
paper napkins. These provisos, and the home-made 
preserves, are intended to maintain the “ranch” 
atmosphere. 

3. All guests must attend the nightly movie in the 
private theater. Hearst boasted, in 1936, that he had 
not missed a movie in ten years, and feels that what 
is good for him should be good for others. “Comes 
the revolution, you'll eat strawberries and cream and 
you'll like strawberries and cream.” 

4. No one shall, under any circumstances, mention in 
Hearst’s presence the subject of death. As Carlson 
and Bates say, in their sober study of the Lord of 
San Simeon: 

“What more complete self-revelation could any- 
one give, what more open confession of neuroticism 
and abject spiritual bankruptcy? The hard-headed 
realistic journalist who for half a century has fea- 
tured in his papers the most horrible crimes of 
murder, the blatant super-patriot who has tried again 
and again on the slightest pretext to force his 
country into war and send millions of her sons to 
slaughter . . . this man dares not face the thought 
that the common fate of humanity will some day 
touch him too. The megalomaniac madness to be 
wholly different from other men and rule them ac- 
cording as the whim may take him, while remaining 
himself untouched by the evils that he can inflict 
upon them, this madness, the driving force of his 
whole tempestuous career, has found its suitable 
symbol in the raising of San Simeon, and its final 
epitaph in the rule, ‘Never Mention Death’.” 


Here then, was a man, borh into a great fortune, 
blessed with great physical energy and a quick and re- 
tentive brain, but who flopped dismally as a man, and 
who, in the large, can be put down as a public liabil- 
ity. He lacked an understanding heart because he 
never knew humility. Because somewhere along the 
line, he was hurt, he wanted to hurt back a thousand- 
fold. Because some human beings were stupid, he 
chose to treat the vast public asa herd of morons, and 
fancied that he exalted himself by demeaning others. 
Because some people sold themselves for a price, he 
believed that everyone could be bought sooner or 
later. When he found that he could not buy honesty, 
true friendship or genuine love, he turned cynical and 
claimed that these were but illusions; that the only 
real things were the things that money could buy. So 
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he acquired mountains of possessions, took sadistic 
pleasure in thinking that with the profits from ped- 
dling wholesale smut and newspaper marihuana, he 
could buy old world masters, the precious treasures of 
painful centuries of artistic achievement. He became 
a malefactor of great wealth, a corrupter of men, an 
adulterer of the public taste. His depredations were 
made possible by the frontier tolerance of rugged in- 
dividualism. Like other industrial giants of his time, 
he skimmed off the riches of this continent, spat in 
the well from which he had drunk so copiously, 
sowed salt and gall where he had harvested the 
kidney fat of wheat. We will not miss his kind. 

Yet, his neurotic fear of death leads me to believe 
that he understands the futility of all this, as Kohel- 
eth understood it: “Vanity of vanities. All is vanity. 
... Thou shalt carry nothing away in the grave.” In 
the play, Tycoon Kane dies with the word “Rosebud” 
on his lips. The reporters desperately try to find out 
who or what this rosebud is, perhaps a girl whom he 
truly loved, perhaps this unrequited love had turned 
him harsh and bitter on the world. But no—‘Rose- 
bud” was the name on the snowsled which he had 
used as a boy in his Montana home, in the days of 
innocence before lust and ambition and the power of 
too much gold had stained his vision of humanity. 

Now consider a different type of personality and 
another kind of influence on the American scene. In 
the City of Galveston, Texas, there is a modest Rab- 
binage attached to the Temple. The address is 1920 
Broadway, and it is one of the best-known addresses 
in town. If you walk up the high steps, and enter, you 
will find yourself in a long hallway flanked on both 
sides by rooms which can be shut off from one an- 
other and look like a doctor’s consultation room. You 
generally will find the rooms occupied by all sorts of 
people, black and white, Jew and Gentile, native and 
stranger, free and shackled. In one of the rooms, or 
sitting behind a piled-up desk, you will see a small, 
round-headed man, with dancing grey eyes under 
very shaggy brows. He has a way of knowing your 
troubles before you tell them and, what is more, a 
way and a will to do something about them. This 
little man is Rabbi Henry Cohen, by all odds Texas’ 
first citizen and most beloved man. 

When I was Rabbi in Austin, Texas, in 1929, I 
spent a day in the company of Rabbi Cohen. We had 
a very early breakfast, after a cold shower, and then 
went forth for the day’s chores. The Rabbi kept a 
unique reminder-tablet, his cuffs, the old-fashioned 
starched kind. On these, he listed the agenda for the 
day. His cuffs never were known to be clean but his 
hands were and that, you will agree, is a bit more im- 
portant. As I remember that day in 1929, we made 
ten visits to sick people of all races and religions, 
made the rounds of the city jail, the municipal hos- 
pital, the orphanage and the Old People’s Home. At 
the hospital, a patient who was to be operated on for 
some kidney ailment, asked that the Rabbi be with 
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him. This was a rather common request, I heard, and 
came quite as often from a non-Jew as from a Jew. 
Just as he walked among the poor and the sick, so he 
walked among the mighty. This was shortly after the 
market crash, and he would remind the merchants 
and bankers that their health and good name were 
more important than their money. If they grumbled, 
he threatened to give them a low mark in religion 
and ethics, for they were all his perpetual students. I 
saw him greet practically everyone we passed. A 
Greek bootblack made the sign of the cross. He in- 
sisted that Rabbi Cohen was his priest! 

In the afternoon of that day, Governor Dan 
Moody passed by. He had just made a bad appoint- 
ment +o the Parole Board and Rabbi Cohen, who had 
worked for thirty years to reform the execrable condi- 
tions of Texas prisons, rebuked the Governor as he 
would a truant pupil. The Governor took it and beg- 
ged forgiveness. I was forty years younger than Rabbi 
Cohen; yet, I could hardly keep pace with him. He 
said he never felt tired when there was work to be 
done. He meant this literally and physically. 

And, yet, the Rabbi was not ascetic; he had not 
developed that bed-side personality which seems to 
thrive on human misery, even while it does much to 
assuage it. He loved to take a drink of straight scotch 
and tell, and hear, a good story, or participate in a 
practical joke. He came, as a young man, from Eng- 
land, with a decided English manner of speech and 
the gift of tongues, for he could speak a dozen lan- 
guages, including a few African dialects. Yet, he 
found himself among the rough, two-fisted individu- 
alistic Texans and gained their affectionate respect. 

Now, so much might be said about the Zadikim 
who ministered to Hassidic Jews in Europe, or about 
many another conscientious pastor or priest in Protes- 
tant and Catholic America. But Henry Cohen was a 
keen student of social forces and a fine organizer as 
well. He had worked as a relief-bringer for the Lon- 
don Board of Guardians when quite a young man. 
(He had come to know Lord Beaconsfield and Israel 
Zangwill in the course of this work.) When the 
angry waters of the gulf flooded Galveston in 1900, 
and wrought such huge destruction, it was Rabbi 
Cohen who organized the relief procedure and did 
much to perfect the plans for the heroic reconstruc- 
tion program which made Galveston a safer and 
more beautiful city. His experience in relief and re- 
construction work was often solicited by the Red 
Cross and the United States Government. 

But the job of which Henry Cohen is most proud is 
that of directing the migration of some 12,000 Rus- 
sian Jews who, if not for him, would have remained 
in the teeming ghettos of the Atlantic Seaboard. It 
was Henry Cohen who convinced Jacob Schiff, in 
1910, that the immigrants from the Pale of Settle- 
ment should be brought to Galveston and, from 
there, distributed to the small communities in the 
South and the South-West. In the next four years, 
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some 12,000 immigrants were so routed. Henry 
Cohen met every boat and made the newcomers feel 
at home. I never shall forget the description of the 
meeting on the “Cassel,” when Rabbi Cohen brought 
the Mayor of Galveston to greet the sixty Russian im- 
migrants, men who had known the pogroms of Kish- 
ineff. They could hardly believe their ears, but when 
the truth dawned upon them, one of their company 
gave the following response: 


“Mr. Mayor,” he said with painstaking effort, “in the 
country which we come from this scene could not 
happen. The Mayor in the town which we have left 
would not greet us... .” The Russian frowned as he 
tried to find his English words. Suddenly he bared his 
right arm which showed long, thin, red scars. “The 
knout,” he said, “was our greeting. You have clasped 
our hands. A time may come when your country will 
need us; we will not hesitate to serve you with our 


blood.” 

What a satisfaction it gave him, through the years, 
to see these immigrants well established in the var- 
ious communities of the South-West. The war and 
the growing need for labor in the East put an end to 
this most significant experiment in planned migra- 
tion. 

The sad sequel of this episode was that Rabbi 
Cohen received, twenty years later, thousands of des- 
perate appeals from the unwanted, harassed Jews of 
Germany and Austria, at a time when, unfortunately, 
he could not be in a position to help, as he did in 
1910. Our National Refugee Service is following the 
same policy that Rabbi Cohen followed then. But the 
absorptive capacity of the country has drastically dim- 
inished. One of the saddest and hardest things that 
Rabbi Cohen has ever had to do was to publish an 
“ad” in the European papers so as to spare the desper- 
ate Jews the futile hope of counting on him. This is 
the heavy burden that rests on the good man in an 
evil world. How tragic the hour when such a man 
realizes that a lifetime of good work can be more than 
counter-balanced by the vicious impulse of a mad- 
man! 


The third great cause for which Rabbi Cohen cru- 
saded was that of good-will between Christian and 
Jew. He was, indeed, a one-man “good-will move- 
ment.” In its heyday, the Ku Klux Klan could never 
get a foothold in Galveston or Eastern Texas because 
of Henry Cohen. He was a living denial of all the 
libels spread by the hooded vigilantes. His deeds 
spoke so loudly that the Gentiles could not see the 
fiery cross nor hear the raucous lies of the bigots. 
Webb Waldron, in his article in the Readers’ Digest 
about a year ago, gave this revealing testimony: 


“In the recent mayoralty election, the two chief candi- 
dates were a Catholic and a Jew. The Catholic came to 
his padre seeking his support. ‘No, my son,’ said the 
padre, ‘I’m going to vote for Adrian Levy. Levy has 
been a good mayor and I think we ought to keep him 
on the job.’ The priest told me that hundreds of his 
parishioners voted as he did. Levy was elected, though 
the Jews form less than two per cent of the population 
of Galveston. The priest said to me: ‘Why is it we 
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judge a man in this town not for his race or his creed, 

but for what he is himself? The answer is— Rabbi 

Cohen.” 

I could tell many more of the good deeds of this 
saintly man but they are written in a book by his son 
and daughter-in-law, called “The Man Who Stayed 
in Texas,” which I bid you to read.* You will be con- 
vinced that there are modern-day saints and that 
Henry Cohen is one of them. He may be one of those 
thirty-six good and righteous men who, in each gener- 
ation, keep the heart of humanity alive and restrain 
the Lord from visiting complete destruction on back- 
sliding mankind. Henry Cohen conducted himself as 
a trustee of the universal fund of good-will. He gave 
of his abundance of spirit, of faith, of cheer to those 
in need. When he ministered to anyone, he made that 
person feel as though he were receiving something 
which he had lost and which the Rabbi had accident- 


* The Man Who Stayed in Texas by Anne Nathan and Harry I. Cohen. 
Whittlesey House. N. Y. pp 322—$2.75. 
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ally found and was simply returning. He brought to 
everyone a fragment of his better self, and gave each 
one the faith to believe that the hard pressure of the 
world never would kill the sacred spark of humanity 
within himself. 

All men build the world in their own image ac- 
cording to a blue-print deep in their unconscious. 
Men like Kane-Hearst build their pretentious Xana- 
dus with the bones of exploited lives on the waste 
heaps of despoiled natural resources. They turn the 
world into a shambles in order that they may strut 
their preposterous conceits on the stages of history. 

But men like Henry Cohen replenish the source. 
They give back to men their fresh and true powers. 
They build invisible Temples in the hearts of men, 
and these Temples will be havens of the spirit when 
the Casa Grande of San Simeon is but rubble and 
dust. 


PALESTINE AND AN ARAB FEDERATION 


HE ESTABLISHMENT of an Arab federation 

has again been brought to public attention as a 
potentially practicable plan for the political organiza- 
tion of the Near East. This subject cannot be divorced 
from Jewish aspirations and accomplishments in 
Palestine. 

A few weeks ago Dr. J. L. Magnes, president of the 
Hebrew University at Jerusalem, declared in a state- 
ment to the New York Times that the solution of the 
problem of Jewish Arab relations in Palestine could 
not be attained within the narrow confines of the 
country and must be sought within a broader area. 
Jews and Arabs would never reach a satisfactory agree- 
ment within Palestine, he said. Jews will demand the 
largest possible immigration into the country while 
Arabs will continue to oppose such a policy out of 
fear for the establishment of a Jewish majority and 
hegemony. But Dr. Magnes believes that an entirely 
different situation would arise if the solution to con- 
flicting Jewish-Arab claims were to be sought within 
the wider scope of some sort of union or federation of 
the Arabic countries. Such a federation would include 
at least ten million Arabs and even if Jews were to be 
admitted into Palestine—which is to be a member of 
such a federation—in accordance with the economic 
absorptive capacity of the country, they would still 
remain a minority within the larger federation and 
Arab nationalists would lose their fear of them. The 
implicit conclusion of Dr. Magnes’ statement is that 
Jews and Arabs should begin negotiations leading to 
this desirable end, and if they are not prepared to do 
it, “His Majesty’s Government” should take the ini- 
tiative for such negotiations as the powerful third 
party and mediator. 

We don’t doubt that if Dr. Magnes were the poli- 
tical representative of the Zionist movement he could 
easily reach an agreement with the Arabs for the 





simple reason that he, and the small group Brith 
Shalom to which he belongs, ask for so little that al- 
most any Arab nationalist would readily grant it. Dr. 
Magnes does not wish a Jewish state—a state is un- 
Jewish; it is too materialistic a concept and arouses 
his distaste. Nor is he interested in fighting for the 
right of Jews to constitute a majority in Palestine or 
for an extensive immigration of Jews into the coun- 
try. He would probably be content to freeze the 
numerical status of the Jewish community in Pales- 
tine at its present level or not far from it. One who 
yearns for a “cultural center” primarily, for a “labora- 
tory for the Jewish spirit,” could reach an agreement 
with the Arabs of today as easily as Rabbi Jochanan 
Ben Zakkai reached his agreement with the Romans 
of two thousand years ago on similar terms. 

Whether it will be possible to establish an Arab 
federation after this war is a highly debatable subject. 
Many competent observers of the Near East have ex- 
pressed serious and reasonable doubts about such a 
plan. Competing tribal and dynastic interests, as well 
as sharp cultural, religious and economic differences 
between the various areas stand in the way of such a 
political consolidation. Nevertheless, it is a fact that 
there are Arab nationalists as well as English political 
spokesmen who believe in the potentialities of such a 
plan. It is quite probable that after the war some con- 
crete efforts will be made in the direction of establish- 
ing such a federation. Zionists must therefore again 
examine the full implications of such a plan. 

It is necessary to clarify some concepts and terms 
that are being used frequently and without adequate 
definition. There are some Zionist leaders who doubt 
the possibility of an Arab federation but not of a 
“confederation.” What is the essential difference be- 
tween the two forms? Switzerland, for instance, is of- 
ficially a confederation, yet so far as its political struc- 
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ture goes it is no different from “federal” states 
such as Brazil or the United States. Those who 
employ the term “confederation” and approve of 
such a form of organization for the Near East may 
have in mind a loose union of the various Arab states 
based primarily on mutual agreements and pacts rath- 
_er than on a centralized government. But such a “con- 
federation” is an imaginary creation having no basis 
in reality. Arab nationalists dream of something alto- 
gether different. They want a united Arab state—or 
empire—in which all component areas should merge 
politically in an organic sense. They visualize a feder- 
ation on the order of the German state prior to 1914, 
one which unites a number of kingdoms and princi- 
palities under a central government with a central de- 
fense apparatus and a unified foreign policy. Whether 
their dream will be realized it is now impossible to 
predict. But no one should have any illusions as to the 
nature of the desires of pan-Arab nationalists and their 
unwillingness to compromise these. Should England 
and the other victorious powers decide to carry out 
this program at the end of the war to the satisfaction 
of the ardent Arab nationalists, we must expect an 
Arab federation with a “Prussia” of its own toward 
which the other states would gravitate and which it 
would rule. Such a possibility bears within itself 
numerous ominous threats to Jewish aspirations in 
Palestine and we would do well to weigh the plan 
carefully before giving our consent. 


It is easy to declare dramatically that Jews and 
Arabs are both Semites and to point to their creative 
collaboration in the middle ages. But what does that 
have to do with modern realities? The differences be- 
tween Jews and Arabs in living standards, social con- 
cepts, customs, educational level and other similar 
factors far outweigh the common racial descent. Two 
or three generations hence, these differences may dis- 
appear to a great extent and collaboration within a 
common federation may be possible. Today, however, 
Tel Aviv and Mecca are two separate worlds and 
socially and culturally Haifa is nearer to London than 
to Bagdad. Ain Harod and other collective settle- 
ments are a thousand years removed from an Arab 
village in Palestine, although geographically they 
may be but ten minutes walk apart. The society 
being built by the Jews in Palestine is alien to the 
concepts of the Arab world, and a much greater 
degree of sympathetic understartding will have to be 
attained before it will be possible to house amicably 
under one federal roof. Within an Arab federation 
marked by present day Arab semi-feudalism, it would 
be inconceivable to retain and expand those social 
rights and cooperative economic enterprises that 
have already been established. And what is equally 
or even more important — within such a federa- 
tion it would be impossible to guarantee the right 
of Jewish immigration which is of such paramount 
importance to us. Arabs from Yemen or Iraq could 
then enter Palestine much more easily than “foreign” 
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Jews from Rumania or Poland. 

This does not mean that Jews should oppose or 
hinder the establishment of such a federation, should 
it prove feasible after all. On the contrary, we might 
even be in a position to help it in numerous ways. 
What must be made clear is that Palestine cannot 
figure as a component of such a federation—for the 
present at any rate. Palestine is not an Arab country 
in the same sense as Iraq or Yemen, because on its 
soil a problem must be solved that has nothing in 
common with the problems of other Arab countries 
—the Jewish problem. 

What should be the exact political status of Pales- 
tine cannot be answered today. It is quite possible that 
for some years to come Palestine would profit by re- 
maining under the tutelage of some international 
body that would look after its development in collab- 
oration with the local population and with the Jewish 
Agency, until such a time as Jewish immigration 
will prepare the country to become a Jewish self-gov- 
erning entity. It is premature to discuss at this time 
what should be the policy of Palestine at that future 
date so far as joining an Arab federation is concerned. 
For the present and the near future it is clear that it 
would be unwise to join a federation. So far as we are 
concerned a modified form of a temporary mandatory 
regime for Palestine, despite the faults of the manda- 
tory administration in recent years, may be the best 
road for the attainment of our goal. 

HAYIM GREENBERG. 
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ANTI-SEMITISM IN CONGRESS 


by Reuven Frank 


a THE Congressional Record, June 4, 1941: 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi: Mr. Speaker, Wall 
Street and a little group of our international Jewish 
brethren are still attempting to harass the President of 
the United States and the Congress of the United States 
into plunging us into the European war unprepared; 
and at the same time the communistic elements through- 
out the country are fomenting strikes by harassing in- 
dustry and slowing down our defense program. 


These international bankers are afraid this peace 
movement now going on in England .. . might take root 
and this catastrophe be brought to a close before they 
can get us into it.... (Applause) 

Mr. EDELSTEIN: Mr. Speaker, Hitler started out by 
speaking about “Jewish brethren.” It is becoming the 
play and the work of those people who want to 
demagog to speak about “Jewish brethren” and “interna- 
tional bankers. . . .” 

. . . The fact of the matter is that the number of 
Jewish bankers in the United States is infinitesmal. . . . 
I deplore the idea that anytime anything happens, 
whether it be for a war policy or against a war policy, 
men in this House attempt to use the Jew as their scape- 
goat.... All men are created equal, regardless of race, 
creed, or color; and whether a man be Jew or Gentile, 
he may think what he deems. (Applause) 

A few moments later, just outside the door of the 
House chamber, Representative M. Michael Edel- 
stein of New York was stricken by a heart attack and 
died. For two weeks there were eulogies. 


But there were more than eulogies. Mr. Edelstein’s 
death shocked the Jews of America and the demo- 
cratic forces in America into the realization that the 
representatives of the people of the United States, in 
Congress assembled, indulged in anti-Semitic state- 
ments, voiced phrases strongly reminiscent of Hitler 
during his rise to power, and played upon the preju- 
dices of the most ignorant section of our population; 
for the first time people saw the volcano, and heard 
its ominous rumbling. 


We always knew that there were anti-Semites in 
Congress, yet we never fully realized what it meant. 
There was always the comfort that this or that was an 
isolated case, that some Senator or Representative 
was just shooting his mouth off in a moment of ex- 
citement and would himself regret it later on, that 
the “politician’s” statement was not really important. 
We know now that far from being confined to iso- 
lated cases, anti-Semitism is carried on in Congress by 
a large, well-organized bloc; we know that the state- 
ments are made with full awareness of their implica- 
tions; we can surmise that they contain the seeds of 
holocaust. True, Mr. Rankin’s statement was the only 
recent one of importance singling out Jews, as such, 
and attacking them, but this is doubtful consolation. 

Since 1937, two slogans have gained following 
and helped weld these forces into an important bloc, 
and the isolationists, whether or not they were mem- 





bers before, have, to a large extent, joined this bloc. 
The slogans are, “America for the American's’ and 
“international bankers.” This bloc has a central in- 
formation office which supplies it with statistics and, 
it has often been said, with slogans culled from Goeb- 
bels. Every foreign langauge newspaper in the coun- 
try finds its way to this office and items which can be 
used are translated and passed on to any Congress- 
man who wants them. Look up the debates on an im- 
migration bill, and you will find the leaders of the 
group opposing a recorded vote, and their camp- 
followers voting solidly against it. 

Those who really believe the “international bank- 
ers” myth are not as few as one might think. From 
the South and the Southwest and the Far West they 
come, quasi-progressives, mainly, voting for public 
water power and the farm program and the CCC. 
They are ill-educated themselves or must cater to 2n 
ignorant constituency, and they hate all thought of 
Europe. Rankin of Mississippi is a leading figure in 
the fight for the TVA and farm relief, he can usually 
be prevailed upon to vote with the Administration on 
other issues, but in full sincerity he opened his te- 
marks with “Wall Street and a little group of our 
international Jewish brethren . . .” 


This writer has been informed by a confidential 
and reliable Washington source that there are almost 
fifty members or ex-members of the Ku Klux Klan 
sitting in the House of Representatives. There are 
many others from Klan districts who will vote’ ac- 
cording to its policy. It is impossible to expose them 
in the House because a member can always claim per- 
sonal privilege. The Dies Committee has a definitely 
fascist bent, but when Representative Samuel Dick- 
stein charged in Congress that one hundred and ten 
fascist organizations have “the key to the back door” 
of the Committee, his remarks were ordered ex- 
punged from the records and Mr. Dickstein was re- 
fused recognition by the Speaker for some time after- 
wards. 

When Representative Sabath of Illinois suggested 
that the Dies Committee paid too much attention to 
Communists and not enough to fascists, who are the 
more immediate danger, (Congressional Record, 
February 11, 1941) Mr. Dies’ only answer was, “We 
have not hesitated to expose organizations that are 
primarily concerned with the dissemination of hatred 
against the Jewish race.” With this sop, the matter 
was dismissed. But of the list of twenty-six achieve- 
ments of the Dies Committee that Representative 
Hamilton Fish of New York offered as argument for 
continuation of the Committee, nineteen were con- 
cerned with Communist groups, five with fascist 
groups, one was doubtful, and one just words. 
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But this remains: 

Mr. DICKSTEIN: ... I also charge, Mr. Speaker, that 

110 Fascist organizations in this country had the back 

key, and have now the back key, to the back door of the 

Dies Committee. 

Of the actually or potentially anti-Semitic bloc, the 
anti-alien, America-for-the-Americans group, is its 
largest, although its lines are now merging with those 
of the more violent isolationists. Cox of Georgia, 
Hoffman of Michigan, Allen of Louisiana, and Tink- 
ham of Massachussetts, Senators “Cotton Ed” Smith, 
Bob Reynolds, and Rufus Holman, the poll-taxers 
and the Klansmen, the labor-baiters and the old-line 
Democrats—everyone unites on super-Americanism. 
Considered in the cold light of theory, anti-alien 
Amezicanism is not necessarily anti-Semitic. But in 
fact it does produce statements which are, to say the 
least, disturbing. 

In an extension of remarks made recently, Tink- 
ham quoted an article by one Amos Pinchot which 
charged that this war was a Communist cabal con- 
ducted by Harold Laski, John Maynard Keynes (re- 
ferred to as “Maynard Keynes” ), Benjamin V. Cohen, 
Ernest Bevin and Ambassador John G. Winant. 

On March 5 of this year, Clare Hoffman dealt with 
the defense-strike situation. In what was almost an 
aside he mentioned, “Sidney Hillman—born in Rus- 
sia, now in the pay of the Union, working for the 
Union, but from the: vantage point of the Defense 
Council—. . .” No statement that can be pinned 
down, just a nice wholesome inference, with no in- 
dication that he meant the Amalgamated Clothing 
Workers’ Union not the Soviet Union. 


And two days later, William E. Lambertson, Rep- 
resentative from Kansas and certainly the wittiest of 
this group, made one of his famous “Cloakroom Gos- 
sip” speeches. One of the items was, “Tom Campbell, 
the wheat king of Montana, is the seventh Ambassa- 
dor to England since Kennedy said, ‘No.’ Tom should 
have the island seeded by Easter. He was plowing 
farmers under and adding to the surplus before Simon 
Fishman or Sidney Hillman had left Russia.” 

Ben Cohen, Hillman, Justice Frankfurter, and the 
rest all come in for their share of slurs. No one has yet 
made disparaging remarks about William Knudsen’s 
Scandinavian birth. 

Representative A. Leonard Allen of Louisiana has 
introduced no less than two bills to curb immigration 
in this last session alone. On June 20, 1941, he placed 
in the appendix of the Record an editorial from the 
Daily Town Talk of Alexandria, La. (and we must 
assume that a Congressman agrees with whatever 
statement he has quoted in the Record unless he 
specifies otherwise). 

The editorial read, in part: 

Representative A. Leonard Allen demonstrated his 
pure patriotism and his genuine love to the country of 
his birth. .. . 

The bill limits the quota of immigration from each 
country to one-third of the existing quotas. . . . 
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For too long a time have the gates of the United 
States been open to what might be called the riff-raff 
and half-crazed theorists of other nations. 

The Nation has reached the stage where it should be 
for Americans only, and immigration of all sorts should 
be restricted... . 

These are not anti-Semitic statements, but the reas- 
oning is not obtuse that finds those making them 
potential anti-Semites. Especially now, when so many 
Jewish refugees are knocking vainly at the doors of 
the world, can blind anti-alienism be justifiably 
looked upon with trepidation. 

Biggest, if not wisest, of the anti-aliens is Senator 
Robert Rice Reynolds, recently elevated to the chair- 
manship of the Senate Military Affairs Committee. 
Senator Reynolds supports what almost amounts to 
his own little private army and is beloved by his back- 
woods electors for his hatred of all that is slightly 
foreign. He agreed to support the Administration’s 
aid-to-England policy only when it was either that or 
no chairmanship. In 1937 he came back from Europe 
with glowing reports about Germany and Italy. We 
“must stop hating” them he said. And in a speech on 
May 7, 1939, he warned that there were certain 
foreign minority groups who are trying to run the 
government. More than any other single man, he was 
responsible for killing Senator Wagner’s resolution 
admitting 20,000 refugee children into the country. 

* 6a 


The violent isolationists take a more open stand. 
On February 28 of this year Senator Wheeler made 
his now famous speech on the floor in which he at- 
tacked “international bankers” and named them: 
most of them, of course, were Jewish. Wheeler’s anti- 
Semitic private bias and his wife’s open espousal of 
anti-Jewish repression have been too well reported to 
need repetition here. 

On March 4, 1941, in a speech to the Senate, Sen- 
ator Rufus Holman of Oregon said: 

“I doubt if the right is all on one side among the 
belligerents. At least Hitler, whose ambitions as a con- 
queror I have opposed and shall continue to oppose to 
the utmost, has broken the control of the international 
bankers and traders over the rewards for labor of the 
common people of Germany. In my opinion it would 
be advantageous if the control of the international 
bankers and traders over the wages and savings and 
manner of living of the people of England could be 
broken by the English people, and if the control of the 
international bankers and traders over the wages and 
savings and manner of living of the people of the United 
States could be broken by the people of the United 
States.” 

And, on May 27, Lambertson of Kansas listed 
those who opposed Colonel Charles A. Lindbergh by 
giving a partial list of sponsors of the LaGuardia 
meeting in Philadelphia. 

“Dr. Leon Levy, the president of WCAU, denied 
time on the radio to Lindbergh. Samuel R. Rosenbaum, 
the head of WFIL, also denied him time. David Stern, 
of the Philadelphia Record, is one of the main speakers 
at the LaGuardia meeting. Moe Annenberg, of the 
Philadelphia Inquirer, who is serving time in jail, is one 
of the promoters of the war crowd in Philadelphia. 
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“The two men who have helped write the President's 
speech for tonight are Judge Rosenman and Editor 
Sulzberger.” 


No other names were mentioned. 


Congress is the mirror of the American people, 
and not always of the best that is in the American 
people. It is not surprising that a member from a 
Klan-dominated District should parrot the Klan’s 
views. Nor is it surprising that a farm member should 
talk about “international bankers,” for the farmers of 
the South and the West believe in the conspiracy of 
the international Jewish bankers against them. When 
it is hard to convince an intelligent and democratic 
Westerner that an American Jew has more in com- 
mon with an American Gentile than with a Moroc- 
can Jew, nothing a Congressman says is particularly 
astonishing. The more intelligent isolationists warn 
the Jews, in a spirit which they themselves consider 
tolerant and friendly, that espousal of intervention 
will bring the wrath of the masses down on their 
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heads; the pro-fascists can hardly be expected to be 
less blind. After all, how many Jews did the average 
Congressman know before being sent to Wash- 
ington? 

Yet, even those who are not actively ashamed of 
those anti-Jewish prejudices which are part of their 
upbringing, are in a minority. Congress is not anti- 
Semitic, a lot of Congressmen are. 

In the past four years negligible, isolated preju- 
dices have been organized; the same statement that 
was mere steam a decade ago becomes fraught with 
real danger while Nazism rides the battlefields. And 
in the American microcosm that is Congress surely 
something could have been done in the past four 
years to combat this combination of opportunism, 
prejudice, fear and hate. 

(But whas has been done? Next month the author 
discusses the positive and negative achievements of 
the various groups and individuals that have been do- 
ing something about anti-Semitism in Congress.) 


E FALL OF FRANCE 


by Victor Chernoff 


T HE EASE and the apparent speed of the break- 
down of the French army and the French Repub- 
lic before the onslaught of the Nazi Panzer divisions 
has remained to this day an unsolved riddle. It was 
expected that some light would be shed on this situa- 
tion by the trials in Riom against the members of the 
wartime French cabinet. There were rumors of a 
wealth of documentary material gathered for the de- 
fense by the former counselor of Clemenceau—Man- 
del. It is possible that the postponement of the trials 
for an indefinite period is precisely a result of the ex- 
istence of these materials. Some information has crept 
into the press. The very enemies of the former parlia- 
mentary rulers of France cannot entirely repress some 
of that information and they release various reports 
and documents to the public although accompanied 
by highly tendentious interpretations. 


One such document was the intimate diary of the 
last president of the French Republic, Lebrun, which 
was published in two issues of the Parisian periodical 
La Semaine. This diary was obviously published with- 
out the consent of the author. The periodical itself ap- 
pears to be unknown abroad. In passing it should be 
noted that this diary reveals Lebrun as a person of ex- 
tremely limited moral and political stature when con- 
sidering the position he occupied and the tragic per- 
iod during which he was entrusted with this position. 
The diary becomes unbearably sentimental when tfe- 
lating his departure; it reveals an egocentric person 
who fails to see the catastrophe that befell his country 
while bewailing his personal misfortune. 





This document, nevertheless, also contains facts 
and impressions of deep significance. Lebrun paints a 
vivid and unprecedented picture of the situation of 
the French: Republican government in its relations 
with the commanders. He points out with dismay that 
normally the higher military authorities show defer- 
ence before the civil rulers. In France, on the other 
hand, the situation was reversed. In his diary, Lebrun 
asks in panic: What should we do with generals who 
refuse to give battle? But he does not stop to consider 
the causes of this paradoxical situation. Were he to 
have discussed this subject frankly even with Amer- 
ican war correspondents—as I did—he would have 
learned to what degree nearly all higher officers were 
influenced by the extremely anti-republican Action 
Francaise, to what little extent they were overjoyed 
by the prospect of a military triumph over the enemy 
which would have perpetuated the existing regime 
and how much more they would have liked to take 
advantage of the military catastrophe for the French 
Republic. Defeat in the war and the subsequent 
destruction of the prestige and authority of the gov- 
ernment would have provided them with the oppor- 
tunity for an internal upheaval and a chance: to 
avenge the period of the United Front and the Gov- 
ernment of Blum during which the oligarchic two 
hundred families trembled for their wealth and key 
positions in the economic life of France. 


Thus it really happened in the end. In his diary 
Lebrun relates that he and his government were 
forced to abdicate in favor of the dictatorship of 
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Petain under threat of a military coup d’etat whose 
guiding spirit everyone recognized as General Wey- 
gand. Some of his subordinate generals publicly 
threatened to throw into the river all those cabinet 
members and parliamentary representatives who 
balked at giving power to the dictator. And these did 
not put up much resistance and followed the path 
indicated to them. 


The conduct of the French military staff proceeded 
along lines of defeatism. Abroad it was difficult to 
imagine Petain, a former colleague of Foch and Joffre 
as a defeatist. But there exists another document, also 
an intimate diary that witnesses the fact that those 
people who knew Petain intimately from the first 
World War had no illusions on the score of his atti- 
tude. In this diary kept by Jean Zey we find recorded 
the following conversation between Zey and Georges 
Mandel: “I asked Mandel whether he did not think 
that Petain should be a member of the cabinet. He re- 
plied: This would be a mistake, because during the 
past war he was a defeatist.”* 


And even a person very close to Petain, Thiery 
Moliner, wrote as far back as 1938 that a victory of 
Nazism is preferable to a triumph of democratic 
ideas. He and persons who shared his ideas merely 
regretted that France might have to suffer in the 
process, ; 

So far as Weygand is concerned many unjustified 
illusions were cherished about his personality outside 
of France as well as among the French youth them- 
selves. Many of these in the occupied zone tried to 
smuggle across the line of occupation. They dreamed 
of reaching Weygand’s African army. “There will 
come a time,” they said, “and Weygand will throw off 
his mask and join General De Gaulle, then .. .” But 
Weygand’s true position can be gauged from the 
declaration made by Laval to the representative of the 
union of government employees to the effect that he, 
Laval, sought to attain a synthesis between freedom 
and authoritarianism while Weygand was the forth- 
right spokesman of fascist tendencies in Vichy circles. 


It is now the fashion in France to place the blame 
for the military unreadiness of the country on the 
republican regime, on Parliament and particularly on 
the government of the People’s Front. But I can’t 
help recollecting the vigorous agitation for the re- 
form of France’s aviation that was conducted by Leon 
Blum in the Socialist newspaper Populaire. I remem- 
ber how, coming from Czechoslovakia to Paris, I won- 
dered at Blum’s insistence on this score. I had the im- 
pression that France was much stronger in the air 
than she actually was. As a matter of fact I still think 
that French military aviation was potentially much 
stronger than it proved in actuality. In southern 
France I saw many planes of the newest make peace- 
fully resting on the ground. The weakness lay in the 





* Mandel was Minister of Interior and a past collaborator of Georges 


Clemenceau. The above quotation appears in Gringoire, No. 643, Un document 
sensational, par Philip Henriot. 
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conservatism of the staff and in the inadequate utili- 
zation of the aviation resources that were on hand. 
The complaints levelled against Blum could be easily 
answered by examining the pathetic record of Petain 
who was Minister of War in the middle thirties. The 
same was true of Weygand who was vice-chairman of 
the supreme military council. He spent the crucial 
years between 1931 and 1935 in this office, years dur- 
ing which Germany laid the foundations for the mili- 
tary machine that later made possible the blitzkrieg. 
During those years Ludendorff published his book on 
total war and younger military people became enthu- 
siastically interested in the tank-airplane combination 
for warfare. In France only De Gaulle urged the crea- 
tion of the necessary number of motorized divisions. 
But Weygand did nothing in this direction and clung 
to traditional practices. 

Petain’s defeatism is also substantiated by his for- 
mer colleagues of the first world war, Joffre and 
Foch. At that time his defeatism was of the passive 
sort and expressed itself in his easy resignation to 
moods of gloom after each setback, in panicky fear of 
the inadequacy of the forces at his command and in 
constant demands for reinforcements. It has become 
customary to refer to Petain as the hero and saviour of 
Verdun. But a perusal of Joffre’s memoirs about that 
battle proves that Petain is not entitled to this honor. 
The same conclusion is apparent in the more re- 
strained testimony of Foch concerning that period. 
At the end of the first world war, the French republic 
generously bestowed its favors on the victorious gen- 
eral staff without considering the feelings of some 
commanders who regretted that they had to win the 
battle for the republic instead of for a French mon- 
arch or some new twentieth century military Napo- 
leon. These unspoken regrets matured with time until 
in recent years they developed into a great dilemma 
for these generals: whether to strengthen the republic 
—and a people’s front republic at that—with a vic- 
tory, of to part ways with the regime and court a 
defeat. Among the peasants, workers and sailors of 
France there lives a deep conviction that France was 
“sold and betrayed.” There is truth in this conviction 
although the actual betrayal did not follow an open 
and crude pattern. 

It is also interesting to recall the incident with 
the ship Massilia on which the four presidents—of 
the Republic, the Cabinet, the Senate and the House 
—together with other prominent leaders were sup- 
posed to leave for Africa to continue the war. Petain, 
Weygand and other capitulators opposed this trip. 
There were only these two alternatives, capitulation 
or flight to Africa to continue the struggle. In the 
end the ship left carrying only the baggage of the 
president of France. Some additional light is shed on 
this episode by Jean Montigny, a right wing deputy 
and admirer of Petain and Laval. He reveals that 
among the future servants of Petain’s dictatorship 
Lebrun’s weakness of character was understood and 
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played upon to prevent his departure until it was too 
late. On June 18, the day before the decided depar- 
ture, Petain declared that he would not leave. Al- 
though still not dictator, he already occupied Renaud’s 
position. Lebrun threatened to replace him with 
Chautemps. But confidants assured him that there 
was no hurry and that the Germans had not yet 
crossed the Loire River. Lebrun declared that this 
fact was unknown to him and agreed to postpone the 
trip. Actually the Nazis had already crossed the Loire 
and were rapidly moving to the south. They thus suc- 
ceeded in forcing the President of France to remain 
undecided for another two days. On the twentieth 
of June Lebrun telegraphed that it was impossible to 
wait any longer and he was ready to depart. His tele- 
gram was not answered at first and then he was ad- 
vised to wait till five o'clock for additional news. 
Lebrun agreed. That evening he again urged immed- 
iate departure, but Petain only had to gain a few 
hours. His followers were already negotiating with 
the Germans ostensibly for an armistice but actually 
for a full capitulation. At the same time Petain or- 
dered all ministers not to leave Bordeaux before the 
following morning. To Hitler he sent a message beg- 
ging him to spare Bordeaux till the thirtieth of June 
to allow the government to consider the situation. 
Hitler agreed and this gave Petain an opportunity to 
restrain the weak president from leaving the country. 
“You can’t save France by leaving it,” the capitulators 
repeated constantly. They refused to heed the argu- 
ments that a campaign against Tripoli could be con- 
ducted from Algiers and Tunis. 

Learning that the president of France and others 
are not on board, some of the other passengers suc- 
ceeded at the last moment in leaving the ship. The 
remaining ones were taken to Africa but were not 
permitted to land. They were held in Casablanca and 
later returned to France on the same ship which 
came to be known as the floating concentration camp. 
Some were interned in rural areas, others were im- 
prisoned. 

We are now confronted with a very important 
question: one could have expected the mass of depu- 
ties and senators who became refugees to mainfest the 
demoralization and forlornness characteristic of mas- 
ses of refugees. But what happened to those who prid- 
ed themselves on being revolutionists, socialists, syn- 
dicalists? Where were the left wing radicals? 

Alas, in the first initiatory group after the armistice 
we find the name of one of the closest collaborators 
of Paul Faure. In Petain’s first cabinet we find the 
names of well known socialists. At the determining 
session of Parliament we find the ex-minister of 
finance in the Blum Government appearing in sup- 
port of Petain. The leader of the extreme left wing 
of the socialist party, Ziromsky, announced that he 
was disillusioned in the Republic, in his party, in 
politics and that he retires to private life. The minis- 
ter of labor in the Petain cabinet to this day is an im- 
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portant syndicalist. Among the signatures on the dec- 
laration of July 1940, which developed a program for 
French fascism we find the name of Marcel Dea and 
other prominent leftist names. Against the act entrust- 
ing the government to Petain there voted only Leon 
Blum and a small group of his followers. But many 
hitherto trustworthy names did not appear among 
those lacking confidence in Petain. Some of these 
found it necessary to refrain from voting. Paul Faure 
himself, who gave no sign of life during this period, 
ended by accepting an appointment in Petain’s new 
law making council. 

Who would have expected all this? 

After these betrayals one could expect little from 
the radicals. They simply remained in the background. 
Such leaders of the radicals as Herriot refrained from 
voting on the motion to give power to Petain. Chau- 
temps agreed to accept the post of vice president in 
Petain’s cabinet. Other ministers of former cabinets 
were at the time engaged on their fatal trip on the 
Massilia. Only a few saved the honor of their party 
by voting against Petain. Altogether eighty voted 
against him, seventeen refrained from voting and 
569 declared their readiness for everything that was 
to come. 

There is no doubt that France was stricken by a 
political, intellectual and moral crisis as well as by 
military defeat. Even a cursory examination of the 
French press upholds this view. History does not know 
of another instance of such a rapid and complete turn 
about on the part of the press of a country. In such 
cases the man from the masses would recognize his 
situation and admit his failure. But those at the crest 
of political parties who are used to analyze their entire 
behavior on a theoretical basis have the bad habit of 
searching for ideological justifications for their pan- 
icky actions. Intellectuals in France spoke to the fol- 
lowing tune: We believed in individual freedom, the 
dignity of the human being and other beautiful 
phrases. These were all distant dreams. Let us now 
face reality. In order to avoid civil war, let us estab- 
lish a government that liquidates these illusions. 
Petain is willing to give himself as a gift to France. 
His sacrifice will not be in vain if he will succeed in 
carrying out a bloodless revolution. France will then 
arise again to her former glory and pride. 

Those who spoke in this vein did not resort to rea- 
son, they expressed a mood. They pleaded the logic of 
the facts as they were. It would be futile to argue, they 
said, whether it might have been desirable to continue 
the struggle from French imperial bases. The armis- 
tice was a fact, why not make the most of the situation. 

And so a group of radicals united with extreme 
rightists and issued a declaration which presented the 
first outlines of French fascism. The negative part of 
the declaration which criticized the past was suffici- 
ently strong and was not fascist in spirit. It was true 
that the treaty of Versailles was not a brilliant docu- 
ment. France at that time faced two alternatives: 
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crushing Germany completely so that it would not 
rise for a long time, or including it in the post- war 
European order. Their criticism of France’s policy of 
repression modified by belated concessions is also cor- 
rect. But such criticisms had been voiced by socialists 
and left wing radicals a long time before. Similarly 
correct was the statement of this group that Germany 
could have been easily halted at the time of the Nazi 
occupation of the Rhineland, especially since Italy 
was at that time still not an ally of Germany and held 
to the Locarno pact. But the people writing this dec- 
laration make no mention of the fact that when the 
Rhineland was occupied by Germany they did not 
raise their voices in protest, and during the Spanish 
civil war they objected to a* ~ move or even hint of 
action that might have tended to dislodge the Ger- 
mans and Italians from Spain. This was also true of 
their stand during the seizure of Austria and Czecho- 
slovakia. It was only after France collapsed that they 
raised their vocies. The masters of hind-sight wisdom 
in present day France now constantly repeat the same 
memorized phrase: “War should not have been de- 
clared before we were ready.” But “readiness” is a 
relative concept depending on the strength of the 
opponent. The militarization of the Rhineland, the 
fascization of Spain, the seizure of Austria and later 
of Czechoslovakia were the four steps that changed 
the balance of French power on the European conti- 
nent. The attack on Poland was the final straw. Would 
France have found safety in ignoring this attack on 
Poland and playing possum? The examples of Den- 
mark, Norway, Holland, Belgium and the Balkans 
definitely proves that such a hope would have been 
vain. Hitler recognizes only allies or enemies, but 
no neutrals. Should France have offered friendly aid 
to Hitler? The example of Stalin proves that Hitler 
does not permit half-way friendship. One joins Hitler 
wholly, as Mussolini did, or one is attacked, sooner 
or later. If this is the conclusion of the criticism of 
French diplomacy in recent years that is expressed 
in the declaration issued by Dea and his followers, 
then it should be pointed out that not one of them 
dared state it before the war. 


Only after the breakdown of France did they 
dare speak and then, too, not all at once. “Of course,” 
they declared, “there are probably people about 
Hitler who will want to take advantage of France’s 
position to take revenge. But there will probably also 
be others about him who will understand that it is 
undesirable to oppress for long a nation of forty 
million people, especially since Germany is faced 
with Slavs on the East.” They thus concluded that the 
French, having submitted, might yet prove of value 
to Hitler against the Slavs. 

Finally the authors of the declaration hinted that 
Hitler, unlike former conquerors, dreams of universal- 
izing the Nazi regime and conducts the war for the 
attainment of “ideological” ends. If France were to 


meet him half way in this respect, they said, he might 
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treat the country with consideration. Hitler is out to 
establish a new “European order.” Would it there- 
fore not be better to share actively in this order instead 
of remaining bystanders or, what is even worse, un- 
willing victims of the new scheme? 


They therefore concluded that a national revolu- 
tion was the order of the day. No regime, they argued, 
ever survived such a catastrophe; we will give up 
democracy and build the new order on authoritar- 
ianism. Some semblance of freedom would remain, 
but equality, of the Russian pattern, must be jettis- 
oned. An hierarchy of labor should be established on 
the basis of individual fitness. 


Thus they gently tiptoed in the direction of a fascist 
platform. 

Let us summarize the mental processes of this 
group and of the people whom they represented. The 
point of departure was the crushed and suppressed 
feeling of national pride. The authors of the declara- 
tion seemed sure that Germany would win the war. 
How could it be otherwise if Germany defeated even 
France? England’s continued resistance they felt as an 
insult to their pride, and hatred of Britain flourished 
among them. Were it not for British resistance, they 
felt, peace might have been concluded and the in- 
vader might have left French soil. 


The main characteristic of Dea’s declaration was 
still its tone of being involuntary, a result of the new 
situation rather than of deep and natural conviction. 
But the new French converts to fascism, who were still 
training their tongues to the Nazi phraseology, soon 
obtained a strong reinforcement from the more artic- 
ulate Belgian ex-Socialist, Heinrich De Man. De 
Man had once been a left wing Socialist, later he 
became an independent opportunist and finally de- 
veloped ito an apostle of the Nazi evangel. His mani- 
festo on the dissolution of the Belgian Socialist Party 
created a tremendous impression and seemed to an- 
nounce the end of European socialism. It was a call to 
a new revival through fascism. Suffering and disap- 
pointments are of no historical account, he declared. 
The democracies have staked their fate on war, but 
German victory is a fact to which one must bow 
whether one likes it or not. The enthusiasm which led 


the Germans to triumph proves the higher social ' 


unity of the nation. “Let us accept the fact of their 
victories and draw the necessary conclusions so that 


these victories might be points of departure for new | 


social progress.” 


De Man withdrew from his arsenal the rusty 
weapons of his one time Marxism and applied them 
in an unexpected direction. In this he was not original. 
A similar occurrence took place in Russia many years 
ago when the Marxists accused the Narodniki of hin- 
dering social progress because the latter defended the 
efforts of the peasants who took measures against the 
rising capitalism. Engels in his day also justified slav- 
ery as a necessary step at a certain stage of historical 














ut to 
here- 
stead 
, un- 


volu- 
sued, 
e up 
ritar- 
nain, 
ettis- 
d on 


SCist 


this 
The 
ssed 
lara- 
war. 
oven 
s an 
shed 
they 
» in- 


was 
new 
‘ion. 
still 
oon 
rtic- 


- he 

de- 
ani- 
arty 


Il to 
sap- 


but 
OW 
led 
cial 
neir 
‘hat 
ew 


isty 
em 
nal. 
ars 
1in- 
the 
the 


av- 








AucusT, 1941 


development. Had not others argued that imperialism 
is the highest phase in the development of capitalism 
and therefore we must not fight it but recognize the 
need to pass through this stage? 

In this manner De Man liberated ex-democrats 
and ex-socialists from the load of ideological tradi- 
tions and moral as well as political principles. All 
that remained for him to do was to picture the Euro- 
pean chaos in sufficiently dark colors and even a Hit- 
ler peace began to look like a desirable end. This he 
proceeded to do. He announced: “Peace could not be 
attained by the voluntary agreement of free nations 
and conflicting imperialisms; it can only come in a 
Europe united by arms where economic boundaries 
have been wiped out. Social honesty could not result 
in a regime calling itself democratic but actually 
under the domination of money and professional 
politicians. This social honesty can only grow out of a 
regime where the authority of the state is sufficiently 
strong to abolish the privilege of the ruling classes 
and to substitute compulsory labor for unemploy- 
ment.” 


This form of reasoning did not lack a certain tricky 
persuasiveness and it appealed to minds that were 
confused by the catastrophe. It offered a super-objec- 
tive interpretation of the events that stilled the sub- 
jective voice of the heart; it spoke of a higher histor- 
ical necessity in the face of which the will is power- 
less; and, finally, it offered an optimistic prediction 
for the future. It also possessed considerable flexibil- 
ity. One could say that the totalitarian state was an 
adequate form of “real” (not wishful) socialism. Or 
one could interpret it in still another way. Marx had 
foreseen historical development in three phases: re- 
formism, capitalism, socialism: But he did not foresee 
that between the second and third phases there would 
arise still another phase: concentrated state power. In 
its higher stage of development this phase has to be 
totalitarian. Those who wished could therefore con- 
tinue to cling to their earlier visions of socialism as a 
condition of broad democracy and a high degree of 
individual liberty, but its attainment could not be 
thought of without passing the previous stage of 
development—totalitarianism. It was therefore im- 
perative not to oppose this phase but, on the contrary, 
to aid its development to its logical fulfillment. 

These ideas inspire the two publications of French 
national-socialism. L’Oeuvre, edited by Dea utilized 
the favor shown by the Nazis to Laval and the 
rivalry between Laval and Petain and systematically 
attacked the Vichy government for its clericalism, its 
contacts with the trusts and its more reactionary mea- 
sures. It even accused Vichy of gathering a gang of 
cutthroats under the guise of the personal protection 
of Petain. For a while Dea, Laval.and others even 
sought to establish a “National People’s Front.” The 
other journal is Effort published in the unoccupied 
zone of France. The group of spokesmen about this 
publication stresses the idea that France could obtain 
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more favorable peace terms if its political life is to be 
organized along Nazi lines. Knowing the traditional 
French love of liberty, Effort refrains from attacking 
it openly and instead preaches the advantages of 
“real” liberty as against the “formal” kind. This 
“real” liberty is to be attained on the basis of “hierar- 
chical organization of production in which workers 
and owners are united by the authority of the govern- 
ment.” 


The participation of some promising socialist 
deputies as well as some pacifists in this publication, 
at first attracted general attention. The timid attempt 
to present a French version of fascism struck the pub- 
lic as something new in the beginning. Encouraged 
by this attention, the leaders of Effort tried to estab- 
lish a regular organization in September, 1940. The 
first conference did not take place because of inade- 
quate attendance. The second meeting, held in Lyons, 
and attended by about two hundred delegates became 
transformed into a cry of protest against the unbear- 
able conditions imposed on the labor organizations in 
the country and against the thoroughly fascist tone of 
Effort. Some delegates left the conference, and the 
initiators of the meeting found it advisable not to,an- 
nounce any decisions that might have been adopted. 

Among syndicalists the adoption of the fascist pro- 
tective coloration proceeded apace. In Belgium a 


‘conference of the syndicalists in the Belgian Federa- 


tion of Labor declared its adherence to the views of 
De Man and decided to put an end to partisan poli- 
tical activity and to limit themselves to “purely labor 
demands.” Toward the end of July, 1940, at a con- 
ference of the French General Federation of Labor, 
the leaders of the mine workers announced thir sup- 
port of th Vichy government. The head of the metal 
workers seconded this support and the conference, 
which came to be known as “the funeral of the Gen- 
eral Federation of Labor,” closed its sessions with a 
resolution that was markedly fascist. The secretary 
of the trade unions in the North obtained permission 
from the Germans to publish a weekly magazine. In 
addition to the above labor leaders, Bonnet of the 
textile workers called upon the members of his union 
to cease the futile debating of politics and concentrate 
on the problems of their branch of industry. Leaders 
in the building and other trades joined the chorus. 
And what did the workers say? Some justified their 
leaders on the ground that it was necessary to save 
the unions through adaptation to the new govern- 
ment and the German conquerors. Others are at a 
loss. They do not approve the “excess” of adaptation 
but lack the energy to oppose the trend. A third 
group of workers has become indifferent to trade- 
unionism. Finally there are some who maintain a 
grim silence. Trade union membership in some of its 
previous strongholds has fallen sharply. Attendance 
at meetings is low. The workers do not respond; they 
sadly listen to the dull speeches and then go home. 
Neither do they respond to demonstrations, like the 


ij 
i 
i 
i 
| 
{ 
, 
} 
it 


18 


one held in Paris on the anniversary of the armistice 
at which slogans “For the Freedom of France” were 
carried. This demonstration was primarily attended 
by students. The workers were urged to stay away 
and the Communists joined in this prompting. Simi- 
larly they showed no indignation when Jaures Square 
in Tours was renamed Marshall Petain Square by 
none other than Paul Faure. The forces of resistance 
are growing, but so far they have remained hidden 
underground. 


The recently deceased talendted young socialist 
Leo Langrange warned at the last conference of the 
socialist party of the necessity to imbue the masses of 
workers with new energy, “otherwise the country will 
fall a victim to the combined attacks of foreign and 
native fascism.” The worst premonitions of this sort 
have come true. No one has yet imbued the masses 
with new energy. Small groups have come out, in 
recent days, in the spirit of the best traditions of the 
past. Leaflets, pamphlets and manifestos are being is- 
sued. Secret conferences are being held. The German 
authorities make arrests but no long sentences have 
been passed. The personality of Leon Blum continues 
to exercise an influence and his calm loyalty to his 
principles evokes admiration even among his guards. 
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His internment might even have saved him from the 
fate that befell his political comrade Marx Dormoix. 

It is hardly doubtful that recent resorts to assassina- 
tion of socialist leaders has a direct connection with 
the appearance of Jacques Doriot, former communist 
mayor of a suburb of Paris, on the political scene. His 
newspaper which floats the banner “Long Live Petain” 
and insistently repeats that “Doriot is Petain’s Man” 
leaves no doubt of his ambition to become the French 
Hitler and his hope to transform Petain into his own 
Hindenburg. Doriot’s followers have prepared secret 
lists of opponents on whom to take revenge in case 
of a German occupation of the hitherto unoccupied 
part of France. They have their own secret service. 
Weighing Doriot’s chances of gaining power, Marcel 
Jiton, a prominent communist, and five prominent 
comrades have joined Doriot. They are preparing; 
so ate their enemies. 

Hitler’s and Doriot’s agents are better informed of 
the mood of the French masses and their readiness to 
oppose a true people’s revolution to Petain’s “na- 
tional revolution” the moment the international situ- 
ation takes a turn for the better. If Doriot’s followers 
are resorting to political assassinations, it is a sign 
that the day of liberaion is on the way. It may take 
time, but it is surely approaching. 


COUNTRY CLUB UNDER THE HAMMER 


by George Finkel 


ot geme boarding houses displayed prominently 
signs such as: “No Dogs or Actors Allowed.” 

The Redcoat and Hound does not have signs post- 
ed. Its signs are like England’s constitution. Any- 
body will tell you “certain people” are not allowed 
to become members of the Redcoat and Hound. 

“Anybody” usually says “certain people” with 
such a meaningful look on his face that you, of 
course, ask: “Certain people?” 

Whereupon “Anybody” nods his head and tells 
you confidentially, with frequent looks about, that 
actors and Jews are not allowed to become members. 

“That so?”, you ask. ; 

“Uh huh. That’s the way it is. In a way, it’s 
good; in a way, it’s bad. Actors and Jews have got 
money. They spend. That’s what this club needs— 
more members who ain’t tight fisted.” 

That, in fact, is what the Redcoat and Hound has 
needed for a long time. It is too late now. The 
bank took the Redcoat and Hound over. It is to be 
auctioned off. 

“In a way, though, it’s good,” continues “Anybody.” 

~xes?” 

“Yeh. The last two or three times we’ve had 
actors here, as guests, we’ve had brawls. That’s no 


good in an exclusive club. Gives it a bad name. 
Why we've got the best people coming here. No- 
body under a third vice-president of some company 
or other. And take that dance the other night. It’s 


like this: the guy who started the fight was one of , 


those fat, aggressive guys. Everything about him 
makes you nervous. I wanted to slip him a mickey. 
He comes up to the bar—like he’s somebody—an’ 
says, ‘Do or don’t I get served? I want service 
quick!’ ” 

“Was he a Jew?” 

“Don’t know. He certainly acted like one. Course, 
Jews can’t help it if they’re Jews. Way I look at it 
they’ve got as much right to live as the next fellow. 
I ain’t got nothing against them, particularly.” 

“Well what’s gonna happen? Are they gonna 
reorganize?” 

“Can’t tell.” “Anybody,” flops his hands help- 
lessly. “They want it. All you have to do is listen 
to ’em talk. They're just afraid of that Jew on the 
hill.” 


“Who?” 

“That guy who tried to get in’ here once. They 
wouldn’t let him join. That was ten years ago. Now, 
he’s gonna join all right; he’s gonna outbid ’em, and 
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he’ll own the place. That’s one way of gettin’ in.” 

“One guy?” 

“Sure, you can see his great big house on the hill 
just outside the grounds. He’s been tryin’ to get in 
for ten years. The membership committee turned 
him down.” 

“But these guys’ve got plenty of dough.” 

“Not as much as that guy. He’ll buy it, don’t 
worry. Then we'll all get a nice long vacation.” 


* * * 


You have been employed by the Redcoat and 
Hound for some time now. The job is not bad. The 
people who belong, you’ve come to the conclusion, 
are not anti-Semites like you’ve been led to believe. 
They’re just snobs. Only once or twice you've felt 
like dropping the soup you were serving into the 
lap of a couple of the guests. Like the time: 

Mr. Gerald Fitz-Fitz Burmington III leaned back 
in his chair and asked of his group: “Do you know 
what the Jewish theme song is today? ‘Onward 
Christian Soldiers.’” or when Mr. Burmington Fitz- 
Fitz Gerald III leans on his elbows and tells about: 
“...the sheeney putting his kike son in at the head 
of the business he bought...” or the guy who's 
pretty nice if he does believe we “can do business 
with Hitler. Why not?” Then he gets a little drunk 
and you begin to understand that his matter of fact 
isolationism has a tinge of bitterness that sounds 
vaguely familiar if you’ve been reading Social Jus- 
tice: 

“,..and now that we're going to war, just watch 
those Jews go back to the farm where they'll be 
exempt. They never drove a tractor in their lives— 
now just watch ‘em go in for farming.” 

And “Anybody” who waits behind the bar and 
considers himself a skilled laborer nods his head, 
because he has just won heavily from the drunk at 
darts. 

“Yeh, the only machine they can drive is their 
limousine down to the office at 11 o'clock in the 
morning.” 


“That’s right,” admits the, drunk, who has no 
office to go down to, so he drives his limousine to 
the Country Club every day. 


But on the whole you figure they’re mostly just 
snobs. And you can’t help conjuring up the watch- 
ful figure of the Jew who has his house overlooking 
the Redcoat and Hound. You can’t blame him very 
much. The more you think about him, the more he 
becomes something of a romantic figure. You let 
your mind wander back to the time when Mr. Jew 
on the Hill was, say a German emigrant to America, 
before he had enough money to stop an auction by 
letting a dollar prefixed phrase roll from his agent's 
mouth. Say twenty years ago; about 1920 when 
(we'll call him Berenson) Berenson was just getting 
on his feet... 
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Mr. Berenson is in love with Kitty Foyle who has 
not yet appeared on the screen. 

Perhaps Kitty is not yet in Mr. Morley’s mind. 

(You remember Kitty? She says something to 
the effect that it takes eight or nine generations to 
make one acceptable to the Philadelphia line-up 
gang. Kitty is a profound girl. She says she can’t 
afford to spend nine generations of her life get- 
ting acceptable. She doesn’t marry into the line-up.) 

“Kitty,” says Berenson, “will you marry me?” 

“No,” Kitty says. 

“Why not?” 

“Because it’s taken 2000 years or more to make 
you what you are. I haven’t got that much time.” 

“O.K., Kitty, that doesn’t mean anything to me.” 

“It’s an unbridgeable gulf,” says Kitty. 

“No,” argues Berenson. 

“Philip is only nine generations from me, and I 
wouldn’t marry him,” Kitty reminds him. 

“But Philip couldn’t get away from Philadelphia,” 
Berenson counters. “I’m not like Philip’s gang. 
They’re snobs. It’s taken them eight or nine genera- 
tions to build a clannish line-up gang. Clannish- 
ness is snobbishness. But eight or nine generations 
isn’t enough to make a culture. You see, my gang’s 
been clannish for 2000 years. That’s long enough 
for me to become sceptical about clannishness.” 

“I don’t know,” Kitty says. “Philip’s family was 
worried about just nine generations and maybe they 
were right.” 

“You don’t have to feel inferior to them.” 

“Who the hell feels inferior,’ Kitty says. “I don’t 
give a damn about the line-up or 2000 years even. 
I’m just as good as anybody. I’m just thinking 
about oil and water. They don’t mix.” 

“T'll be what you are Kitty; I’ll be what you want 
me to be.” 

And Kitty, who is perhaps not so profound as she 
seems, says maybe if they can get away from it all, it 
will be all right. 

So Berenson changed his name to Berry and they 
got away from it all. They left Philadelphia and 
came to California where Mr. Berry prospered and 
bought his large house on the hill overlooking the 
Redcoat and Hound. 

Having leisure, he thought he’d like to take up 
golf and applied for membership in the Redcoat and 
Hound. He never heard from the Redcoat and 
Hound. 

“The hell with them,” he says to Kitty finally. “I'll 
join the Bluecoat and Fox.” 

At the Bluecoat and Fox, Mr. Berry (nee Beren- 
son) meets Mr. Fields (nee Feldstein) and lots of 
others who have gotten away from it all only to find 
that they are back together again. 

They get together and discuss the “snobs” at the 
Redcoat and Hound, and how happy they are they 
were able to get away from it all even if they can’t get 
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into the Redcoat and Hound, which is going to fold 
anyway. 

“Is that so?,” asks Berry. 

“Bankrupt.” 

“That's an old trick,” Berry suggests. “They'll buy 
it back?” 

“I don’t think so,” Fields puts in. “If somebody 
wanted it badly enough they could get it.” 


* * * 


You can just see Berenson’s eyes light up. You 
can’t blame him. Not when you understand that it 
isn’t just a matter of snobbishness as he seems to 
insist. Because at the Bluecoat and Fox there’s plenty 
of snobbishness, too. Their children sit about, lift 
drinks to their mouths languidly, and ape their 
elders: “Ye Gods, there, Epsteen, don’t they care who 
they let in here any more?” 

No, it’s more than that, you realize. After all, Mr. 
Berry thought he got away from it all. And here’s a 
bunch of snobs that are outsnobbing him. Why he 
can outbid the whole pack of them, too. They have to 
remind him of that unbridgeable gulf after he 
thought he’d got away from it. They limit him. They 
circle him in. He can’t even be really snobbish, be- 
cause “snobbishness” implies something to be snob- 
bish about, and he’s stopped at the very beginning 
because his real name is Berenson and they know it at 
the Redcoat and Hound. 

Well, he’d show ’em. He'd get into the Redcoat 
and Hound. He'd buy it. 

You can understand all this and you’re thinking 
about it while you’re waiting on the members at the 
Redcoat and Hound. But suddenly someone says 
something about the Frenchman on the Hill. 

What the hell? He isn’t a Jew after all? 

“That Kike’ll bid,” you hear next. “We've got 
something good here and he knows it.” 

A French-Jew you surmise. Your picture is still 
intact. 

“What's he want?,” you hear. “I heard he tried to 
get in and they wouldn’t let him.” 

“No. He never tried to get in,” someone else says. 

You stop and listen. 

“What's he want it for?” 

“Real estate. He wants to sub-divide. Thinks it’s 
worth the expense.” 

“Tt is,” the members agree. 

So Berenson or Berry didn’t want it for revenge 
after all. Just business. You feel better, because, 
while you can understand the revenge motive, you 
realize that it doesn’t solve anything. After all, they 
can’t blame a guy if he wants to make money. 

* * * 


The law of the state goes to the effect that a prop- 
erty shall be auctioned off on the steps of the hall of 
records. The auction is in progress. There is a curious 
crowd watching the duel between Mr. A. and Mr. B. 
who are acting for two other people. It is much like a 






scene from the motion pictures of a tennis match. 
The heads dart left and right as they turn from Mr. A. 
to Mr. B. Just now Mr. B. is having trouble returning 
the bid. 

The auctioneer begins his slow count: 

“One hundred and seventy-five once; one hundred 
and seventy-five twice...” 
* * * 


“Anybody” is waiting for the call behind the bar. 
He’s interested. So’s everybody else. Their jobs are at 
stake. 

“If that Jew doesn’t bid,” says “Anybody,” “every- 
thing’ll be O. K.” 

His wife is attending the auction. She will phone 
as soon as she finds out who bought the club. 

“The trouble is we need more members,” someone 
says. “They oughta take in anybody with the dough. 
What difference does it make whether they’re Jews or 
actors. Just so they spend the dough.” 

“That’s what I say,” says another. 

Somehow no one is optimistic. They feel that the 
Jew on the hill will buy it out of revenge. That real 
estate gag doesn’t fool them. 

The telephone rings. “Anybody” picks up the 
receiver. “Now we'll know,” he says. “Who?” 
Nobody says anything. They know by the way 
he says “who” that the club didn’t get it. Nobody 
says anything. “Anybody” hangs up the receiver. 

“Well, that’s that,” he says. “We didn’t buy it.” 

“Who?” everybody asks. 

“Some wop by the aie of Giomo Pollozo.” 
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WHEN THE French Captain M. Cortier was en- 
trusted by the staff of the Colonial Infantry 
with the task of finding a possible route for the con- 
struction of a trans-African railroad connecting the 
cities of Algiers and Dakar, he took three guides and 
a caravan of camels, and went into the Sahara desert. 

Cortier did find a route, but it was a horrible one. It 
was marked with human skeletons and bones, mum- 
ified corpses whose mouths and eye sockets were filled 
with sand and the bleached bones of dead beasts. 

The railroad was to follow the path of death. Cap- 
tain Cortier, who was lucky enough to save his cara- 
van from this nightmare journey, sent in his report 
about the plan which consisted—as he put it—in 
finding “the nearest way from Algiers to Dakar 
toward South America.” 

That happened in the peaceful year 1911. At that 
time, nobody dared to carry out a plan which implied 
working conditions too inhuman even for criminals 
sentenced to hard labor. No imperialist dared to sacri- 
fice thousands of men to open “the nearest way to 
South America.” 


To do that, a time had to come when a Nazi 
Fuehrer would try to conquer the world; when racial 
and political refugees could be treated worse than 
criminals; when, finally, a French puppet govern- 
ment would become impudent enough to take men 
and even foreign volunteers in the French army, and 
send them to certain death in the desert. 

In 1941 this time has come. ° 

It is a long and painful story. To understand the 
Situation, it is necessary to recapitulate briefly the 
events which led the persecuted men first into the 
French army and, later on, to the Sahara. 


HEY ARE the same men to whom the French 
government officially granted the “right of asy- 
lum” in 1936. All refugees who had willingly and de- 
finitely broken with the authdrities of their native 
country, i. e. Germany, had the opportunity to profit 
by this generous decision. The French government, 
however, had made certain conditions. The refugees 
had to submit their cases to an investigating commis- 
sion which was formed by French officials and refu- 
gee leaders. When the candidates were passed, they 
had to hand over to the French authorities their old 
passports thus relinquishing every possibility of hav- 
ing them renewed by their former country. They re- 
mained, practically, without nationality. In exchange, 
the French authorities granted them a special French 
passport—the so-called “titre de voyage”—which 
gave them the “right of asylum.” 
About ninety per cent of the refugees were Jews. 
Most of them, and many others who were purely poli- 


DESERT WITHOUT MOSES 


by Maximilian Scheer 










tical refugees, accepted the new conditions, which in- 
cluded the right and the duty to serve in the French 
army in case of war. The French authorities promised 
them, in every case, full protection. 

Then, in 1939, war broke out. All men born in 
Germany, Austria or in the Saar were put into con- 
centration camps. In Colombes, close to Paris, I wit- 
nessed how, one night, a refugee lost his mind 
and shouted terribly and continuously one word only, 
“Help! Help! Help!”—until he was led away. I saw 
another refugee being beaten by a policeman; I heard 
several policemen threaten the refugees with shoot- 
ing. The “right of asylum” was abolished. The refu- 
gees, sworn enemies of Hitler, were treated as 
enemies of France. 


5 ips GROUP of 400 men to which I belonged my- 
self, was sent to the center of France. As we were 
marching through a village, one of the inhabitants 
shouted to one of our guards, “Where have you pick- 
ed that up?” The guard answered, “They are Boche 
prisoners!” We were lodged in an old, half-destroyed 
brick workshop, amidst dust, darkness, rain, wind, 
and cold. And still, when asked who would volunteer 
for the French army, 380 of the 400 men answered: 
“We will!” 

The medical visits began and were stopped. All of 
a sudden, the authorities decided that no refugee 
would be admitted in the French Metropolitan army. 
They could join the Foreign Legion. 

The Foreign Legion? This formation known as the 
refuge of adventurers, criminals, and human flotsam? 
The refugees said, “No.” “We are ready,” they argu- 
ed, “to die for France in her fight against Hitler, but 
in a formation of honor.” 

“You are wrong,” the commanders of the camps 
replied. “You shall not join the usual Foreign Legion 
but form special battalions and enjoy the status of 
French soldiers.” 

That was a lie. But hundreds of men who had faith 
in France, believed it. They volunteered and were 
sent to Africa, into the old infamous Foreign Legion 
—doctors, lawyers, scientists, merchants, film direc- 
tors, and writers. 

In this Legion there always have been a great num- 
ber of non-commissioned officers who were Germans. 
They belonged to that type of men who in the nine- 
teen-thirties would have had no more reason to go to 
Africa. They were born Nazis. Now they became the 
chiefs of German anti-Fascist refugees in Africa 
under the jail regulations of the Foreign Legion. 

One refugee who was sent to clean windows and 
was unable to remove a stripe of fresh paint, was sen- 
tenced to 8 days in prison. Others went to see the 
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army doctor because they felt ill; the latter found 
them in good health and the men were put in jail for 
3 days. All men who explained to the doctor that they 
could not stand the fatigue duty, were compelled to 
march 70 miles. The hospitals opened their doors to 
them only when they broke down and were in danger 
of death. 


June 1940 arrived, and with it the armistice, and 
the demobilization of the French Metropolitan army. 
The refugees in the Foreign Legion asked to be demo- 
bilized, too. Then there began the most painful exper- 
ience in the lives of these hunted, deceived and ill- 
treated men. The commanders of the Foreign Legion 
declared that only those men could be demobilized 
who were in possession of a French Carte d’identite. 
But all civilian papers of the refugees had remained 
in France. At first, they were not available. A few 
months later, when the papers eventually arrived 
from France, the commanders of the Foreign Legion 
had changed their minds. Now they demanded a certi- 
ficate from a prefet in France authorizing the demo- 
bilized refugee to stay in his department. As a rule, 
the prefet refused the authorization. 

When, thanks to the influence of French friends, a 
prefet finally granted the necessary permission, the 
way out of the Legion still was not always free. The 
men had to prove that they had enough money to live 
on. They had to have at least a thousand dollars. If a 
refugee could prove that he possessed this money on a 
banking account, the way to freedom was barred once 
more. He had to show the money in cash. But he was 
unable to get the funds from his bank, because the 
French authorities had blocked his account. 

There were, of course, a few men only who escaped 
from the Foreign Legion. The others were finally de- 
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mobilized, too, but they remained in Africa. They had 
ceased to be “Legionnaires” and had become members 
of a “Foreign Labor Company.” They were, in fact, 
sentenced to hard labor in Africa, and several thou- 
sands of them were sent to Sahara. 

These men+—about 90 to 95 per cent of them Jews 
—persecuted in Germany, deceived by France, ill- 
treated in the Foreign Legion, tortured by the diabolic 
game of demobilization and now working in the 
Sahara desert, belong to the most wretched victims of 
the Nazis and their vassals. France has ceased to be an 
autonomous nation. All measures taken by the 
French authorities on behalf of the refugees, are 
drafted in accordance with Nazi orders. The French 
authorities became the executioners of the refugees 
who were ready to fight for France and to whom 
France had promised protection. 

In the heart of Sahara, the refugees learn the real 
meaning of France’s protection. Under the tropical 
sun, side by side with Spanish republicans, with Poles 
and with other refugees who were forced from 
French concentration camps to Africa, they build a 
railway—this long planned railway destined to open 
this time for Hitler “the nearest way to Dakar and 
toward South America.” They are outcasts, and no 
prophet appears to lead them out of the desert. They 
work in the desert sun, carrying stones and steel. They 
sleep mostly in the open. They earn fifty centimes or 
one franc a day—about one or two cents. And while 
they work, in the blistering heat and trudge the 
scorching sand, they have not even enough to drink. 
Emaciated, worn to shadows, they have lost the hope 
to survive and the will to live, as if they were the re- 
surrected mummified bodies which the French Cap- 
tain M. Cortier found on his way across Sahara. 


THE MONTH IN PALESTINE 


by Shulamith Schwartz 


The War 


As soon as the Syrian armistice was signed on July 12 at 
Acre, which has served in recent weeks as the Middle East 
headquarters of the Free French, Palestinian food supplies 
were rushed to half-starved Syria and Lebanon. Life has 
returned to normal in the small Jewish Northern border vil- 
lages from which there came the 50 young men who prepar- 
ed the way for the invasion; 600 women and children evacu- 
ated from those nine villages have returned home, and, 
indeed, since the Russian conflict has shifted the war's 
center of gravity from the Near East, those women and 
children who had moved to Jerusalem are returning to Tel 
Aviv and Haifa and other points. There was a sad reflection 
of another part of Britain’s Near Eastern war when early in 
July a memorial meeting was held in Jerusalem for the large 
number of Jews massacred in Baghdad as the British were 
approaching the city. 

Acre was bombed once during the month and Haifa 
several times. The anti-aircraft defenses at Haifa are said to 


have been most effective and, in fact, downed a German- 
made plane during one of the raids. British officers com- 
manding the Jewish soldiers stationed in Haifa praised their 
“excellent behavior,” and a delegation of the Jewish Soldiers 
Welfare Committee presented radio sets to the various posts 
of Jewish soldiers as a token of the “Yishuv’s appreciation of 
their great gallantry.” Interesting evidence of the esteem in 
which outsiders hold the Jewish troops was furnished by the 
appointment of four Tel-Avivians, now serving with the 
Pioneer Corps, to the position of military instructors for the 
newly organized Abyssinian National Army. It has further 
been announced that 78 Jewish doctors are serving with the 
British forces in the Middle East. 


Before leaving for his new command in India, General 
Wavell sent a message to Isaac Ben Zwi, chairman of the 
Vaad Leumi (The National Council of Palestinian Jewry): 
“The Palestinians (the majority of whom were Jews) 
worked well in Greece . . . in the face of the large-scale air 
attacks to which they were subjected. Their service losses are 
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a matter of great regret.” Official communiques have been 
listing those losses recently. As of July 21 there were over 
300 missing Jewish soldiers, in addition to almost 200 pre- 
viously announced casualties. Dispatches from Geneva state 
that there are 1,200 Jews among the 1,400 Palestinian pris- 
oners held by the Nazis in Greece; it is expected that most 
of them will be transferred to various points in Germany. 


A possible change in the British Government’s attitude 
towards the Yishuv’s role in the war was indicated in a 
statement made on July 10 in Commons by Richard K. Law, 
then financial secretary of the War Office and now successor 
to Richard Austen Butler as under-secretary for the colonies. 
Mr. Law in reply to a Labor member’s question, stated that 
he was “sure that the Government appreciates what the Pal- 
estinian Jews are doing and will take advantage of their ser- 
vices.” 


On the question of Jewish National participation in the 
war, a dissenting voice was heard in Palestine itself. Dr. 
Judah L. Magnes of the Hebrew University declared, in flat 
contradiction to the policy of the entire Yishuv, that “as 
long as the Government has not introduced conscription, 
the Jewish Agency must not use pressure or apply sanc- 
tions.” The indignant comments in the Palestinian press 
pointed out that this opinion, like so many others expressed 
by Dr. Magnes during the last twenty years, spread from his 
belief that Jews should not constitute a Jewish nation in 
Palestine. A statement recently given to the New York 
Times by Dr. Magnes, shows him to be in complete dis- 
agreement with the official Zionist post-war aim of estab- 
lishing a Jewish commonwealth in Palestine. It is interest- 
ing to note that the Manchester Guardian of July 9 asserted 
editorially that a Jewish army in Palestine is fully compat- 
ible with the establishment of the Middle Eastern Arab 
federation referred to by Anthony Eden in a recent speech. 


Industry 


In the meantime the Yishuv has not relaxed either its 
military or economic participation in the War effort. Mili- 
tary orders placed and executed in Palestinian factories dur- 
ing the first four months of 1941 totalled a million pounds, 
as compared with the same sum for the entire year of 1940. 
Solel Boneh, the Histadrut’s contracting agency which has 
been carrying out large military orders ever since the war 
began, recently completed another project on which 250 
workers labored for two months. 


Industry is steadily growing and absorbing new workers, 
the increases being particularly notable in the canned goods, 
candy and baking trades, textile and pharmaceutical fac. 


tories. A new process for covering metals by the use of acid 


dyes is being carried out by a German Jewish specialist in 
Tel Aviv, and the Shemen Oil Factory has opened a plant to 
cleanse used lubricating oil so that it can be marketed again. 

The diamond industry, hardly more than two or three 
years old, is making particularly rapid progress and now 
employs about a thousand workers. The enterpreneurs res- 
ponsible for its introduction and growth were leaders of the 
industry in Antwerp, and the pioneer among them left a 
large factory in Belgium before the war began. Similar be- 
ginnings—state supported in this case—have been made in 
Brazil, but the Brazilian industry, for all that the raw 
material is found in the country, cannot compete with the 
Palestinian, it is said by experts, because of the superior 
quality of the Palestinian workers. All the machines can 
now be made and repaired in Palestine itself, and an ex- 
tremely useful new one has been invented by one of the 
teachers in the Max Pine Vocational High School in Tel 
Aviv. The diamonds are imported from South Africa; there 
are eight factories in Tel Aviv and seven in Natanya, and 
their equipment represents an investment of over $100,000. 
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Food Production 


A release of July 18 by the British Press Service cites Van 
den Bergh, the British expert on food production and distri- 
bution, as pointing out the importance of increasing Pales- 
tine’s food production in view of the decreases in Europe. 
The shortage of farm labor in the Jewish villages now pro- 
ducing more than they ever have, led the Jewish Agency 
and Vaad Leumi to appeal to high school boys and girls to 
volunteer for farm labor service during the summer. Three 
thousand of them are now working in the fields of the 
Sharon, Emek and Galilee. The Jewish Agency has further- 
more asked this year’s high school graduates who are below 
military age to undertake a year’s agricultural labor. In re- 
questing additional immigration certificates, the Jewish 
Agency has pointed to the scarcity of farm labor. It is grati- 
fying that the validity of all outstanding certificates has 
been extended to October 31; 1,600 certificate holders are in 
countries from which access to Palestine is possible. 5,000 
new immigrants reached the country between January and 
June of this year. 

In the light of the need for additional food products, land 
acquisition is of pressing importance. The Jewish National 
Fund last month acquired 3,500 dunams of land, half of 
them in the strategic Huleh region and the other half in the 
south and in the Sharon Valley. 


Fishing has for the first time begun to assume its rightful 
place in the Jewish economy. Attempts to develop it on a 
large scale were unsuccessful for many years, until it became 
clear that fishermen could support themselves largely but 
not wholly on the proceeds of their catches, and that the 
kvutza would therefore best be able to solve the problem. 
Accordingly with the assistance of the Jewish Agency, 
which invested over $70,000 in them, a number of fishing 
kvutzot were founded; in these truck farming, poultry 
breeding and a dairy supplement the income from fishing 
and the girls in the groups weave and mend the nets in 
addition to their participating in all other branches of work. 
The total catch of Jews in 1937 was eight tons; in 1940 it 
was 180 tons. Sdot Yam on the Mediterranean, Hulata on 
the Waters of Merom in the Huleh region, Genossar on the 
Sea of Galilee are being developed by sturdy youngsters, 
both Palestinian born and products of the German Aliya 
movement and children of the German “middle class” coop- 
erative settlers in the northern villages of Shavei Zion and 
Naharia. In addition to the sea and lake catches, artificial 
carp breeding ponds have been arranged in a number of 
settlements and are becoming more and more productive 
and revenue producing. The fish reach maturity in six 
months, whereas in the more difficult climatic conditions of 
Europe three years are necessary. 


CORRECTION 


Some regrettable omissions and errors occurred in the 
article “War and Peace in Palestine” by Israel Mereminski, 
which appeared in the July issue. The following correc- 
tions should elucidate the passages otherwise subject to 
misinterpretation: 1) In discussing the growth of the His- 
tadrut land transportation cooperatives, reference was made 
to the fact that twenty years ago 400 workers were engaged 
in this industry as compared to 16,000 now. These figures 
refer to vehicles rather than workers. 2) In the paragraph 
discussing the development of war industries, mention 
should have been made of the important efforts in this 
direction made by private capital. 3) On page 13, para- 
graph 2, when discussing the present plight of the Palestine 
citrus industry, it should have read that about LP. 2,500,000 
were needed by the plantation owners to save their LP. 
20,000,000 investment. If the groves are cared for now, 
they will be restored to solvency after the war when Euro- 
pean markets for the fruit will reopen. 
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Unfinished Quest 


QUEST: The Evolution of a Scientist, by Leopold Infeld, 
New York, Doubleday, Doran, 342 pp. $3.00. 


N OLD copybook maxim for book-reviewers advises 
A them to find out what a book sets out to do, how well 
it succeeds in its purpose, and only then to question whether 
it was intrinsically worthwhile. The idea of the maxim is to 
prevent arbitrary judgments of literature based on standards 
foreign to the subject. 

Quest is the story of a young man’s life, the evolution 
both of a Jew and a scientist. It is extremely well done, a 
surprise even after the evidences of a lucid, expressive style 
given in the author’s earlier book Te Evolution of Physics, 
written with Einstein. It has profited by the lessons in auto- 
biography all good modern biographies learned from Rous- 
seau's Confessions, as well, of course, as by more modern 
revelations up to and including psychoanalysis. It is thought- 
ful but swift-moving, strictly but not morbidly honest, direct 
but filled with amusing and clever occasional remarks. 
Without any malice toward the city of Toronto, this re- 
viewer cannot refrain from quoting the following passage: 
“It must be good to die in Toronto. The transition be- 
tween life and death would be continuous, painless and 
scarcely noticeable in this silent town.” 

Intrinsically, this book is undoubtedly worth while. This 
is a time in which all young men should write their auto- 
biographies, for all their lives should be broken off and 
started anew. The matter of Infeld’s autobiography is also 
of great interest. It was a shrewd choice to write the 
evolution of a scientist primarily as a struggle to get 
placed. That was honest and in touch with the common, 
human interest. Infeld’s autobiography is in the tradition 
—after all a great tradition—of Booker T. Washington, 
Jacob Riis, Bok, Antin, e¢. al., and more true to our times 
because it is mature and not pleasant. It may well supplant 
some of the above texts in high-school reading lists. 

But as the history of a scientist and a Jew it is a total 
bust. That Qwest produces nothing in the way of an 
analysis of the scientist’s troubles in the modern world, this 
reviewer does not regret. The contemporary crisis should 
be met even by scientists as men and not regarded only as 
a threat to their professional functions. In this respect 
most scientists are sufficiently schizoid already. 

The evolution of a Jew is a different matter. To judge 
Quest from this standpoint is not irrelevant. The book 
raises the problem from beginning to end. Infeld’s evolu- 
tion as a Jew approximates the quantity zero. When he 
was young, he tells us, he hated Hebrew school and his 
grandfather because they were unreasonably tyrannical. 
After that the vector of his life’s quest was the fixed in- 
tention to break free from being a Jew and move into a 
system where Jewishness would be a fact of indifference. 
The writer confesses to accesses of ambivalent affection for 
the Ghetto and a period when he reacted to anti-Semitism 
by becoming “a nationalist.” But the permanent trend 
of his thoughts is that of the following striking passage: 

“An exploited worker who knows that he is exploited 
joins a union, fights for better conditions and a better 
social order. In his fight he finds an emotional outlet and 
hope for tomorrow. He identifies himself and his inter- 
ests with those of his class; he feels the support of the work- 
ing class and knows that he is not alone. He may try the 
way up by leaving his factory, by educating himself, and 
he may succeed. If he does, he will not suffer for his 
worker's past. He always has in his background the class 


on which he can lean and before him the goal which he 
wants to achieve. If he despises the class from which he 
grew, he deserves contempt. (my italics) 

“It is different for one who tries to escape from the 
ghetto. His driving force to escape is rooted in contempt 
for the environment from which he comes. I hated the 
Jewish school. I disliked the Jewish language. I was 
not attracted by the Jewish religion. These were the 
driving forces. I never had—as the worker has—the 
struggling background of the class from which he comes. 
The ghetto is full of misery, dirt, sadness, but there is 
not even so much as a spark of fight. Religion and 
obedience to the almighty make the misery bearable and 
throw over life the weak luster of poetry.” 

The honesty and the self-knowledge of this passage are 
notable. That his attitude is an infantilistic one, the author 
seems also to know. He even shows the further knowledge 
that it does not arm him sufficiently to deal with the real 
potentialities of the present situation. 

“Have I really crossed all the bridges leading to the 
outside world from the island on which I was born? Per- 
haps I will be forced to retreat and to start my wanderings 
again if darkness and hate spread over the world. 

“Passively to await the future means to approve the world 
of today and share the responsibility for its fate. Where 
is my place in this world?” 

As far as can be judged from this book Infeld’s place in 
the world is still that of the post-Bar-Mitzva bochur he was 
when he ran away from home after his father caught him 
skipping his morning prayers. If a more adult attitude is 
in the making, it will have to be the work of a new In- 
— starting from scratch at the point where the Quest 
ends. 

BEN HALPERN. 


Story of Utopia 


“WHERE ANGELS DARED TO TREAD,” by V. F. Cal- 
verton. The Bobbs-Merrill Company. Indianapolis-New 
York. 1941. pp. 318. $3. 


V. F. Calverton’s latest and, due to his premature death, 
unfortunately last and posthumous book deals with a subject 
that should be of special interest to those who follow with 
sympathy the development of the Palestinian Kvutza. For, 
although the somehow too figurative title makes it a little 
hard to guess it, this subject is nothing else than the story of 
the utopian settlements in America; and the Kvutza, though 
it Owes its origin more to economic necessity than to delib- 
erate experimentation, contains many features reminiscent 
of utopian communities. 

The story of these communities has been told before by 
people who participated in them and by scientists like 
Charles Gide, Tugan-Baranof and others, who saw in them 
instances of extreme social control. But none as yet has told 
their story as vividly and as comprehensively as Calverton, 
sometimes even to the extent of becoming repetitious. 

Not that he had not sifted his material. Out of the more 
than two hundred such communities that have existed at one 
time or another he treats no more than a score in his book. 
Those that he believes to be “the most significant in terms of 
social direction.” They show basically the same features: at 
the start, the impulse given by a religiously inspired or 
reform-zealous leader; the missionary urge to lead the 
exemplary life; the search for lands, isolated enough to 
secure an undisturbed development; a demonstrative equal- 
ization of status among the group members through elimin- 
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ation of economic as well as social differences between men 
and women, and finally, decline and dissolution through loss 
of the leader or the inability to maintain the equalizing co- 
operative principle. 

The story, as Calverton tells it, begins with the Labadists 
of the seventeenth century and extends, with Father Divine, 
into our own present. The Labadists, the disciples of Jean de 
Jesus Christ Labadie, were the first to come to these shores 
to realize their utopian dream. The pattern of “perfect” life 


they established in their Maryland colony can be taken as- 


typical of all the other utopias to come. Its main features, in 
Calverton’s own words, were: “The individual was part of 
the group, indivisibly, inextricably. All wealth, therefore, 
was common ... They wanted every one to live alike. They 
began their meals with chanting and ended them with 
prayers. Labor was divided equally among all. Some were in 
charge of the kitchen, others of the furnace, others of abula- 
tionary activities, and still others of diverse functions . . . 
Although the women ate separately and performed different 
functions from the men, there was no sense of inequality 
between the sexes. The women were considered as import- 
ant as the men and possesssed equal rights and privileges.” 
In all this, and especially in their dealing with sex, they fol- 
lowed the principles laid down by their spiritual leader, 
Labadie, who maintained that man’s highest duty was to 
conquer sex. They were in favor of celibacy and urged even 
the married couples among them to live “as if they were not 
married.” It is interesting to note that this should have 
resulted in equality for the women. But it is not as surprising 
as it seems. The difference between man and woman lies in 
their sex. Once this was suppressed in both, there remained 
no difference. The Labadists achieved this equality by celib- 
acy. The “Oneida” colony, later, by promiscuity. In both 
groups women were completely equal to men. Only in the 
“Amana” community, where marriage was allowed, the 
women “held no important position in the community.” It 
seems as if there existed some corelation between suppres- 
sion of sex and the status of women in these communities. 

This first experiment in co-operative living, like most of 
the following ones, did not fail for economic reasons. The 
Labadists not only lived well, “but better, on the whole, than 
their individualistic neighbors.” The reason for their decline 
and disintegration was rather to be found in their violation 
of the cooperative principle. One of their leaders, a man 
named Sluyter, “one of the first radical racketeers” according 
to Calverton, preferred self-enrichment to social experi- 
mentation and introduced the regime of private profit. This 
broke the spirit of the community. 

The real height of the utopian development came in the 
XIX century. Most of the religious and all of the economic 
utopias blossomed in this period. Of the religious ones re- 
ferred to in the book two existed in the XVII century, the 
Labadists and Kelpius’ “The Woman in the Wilderness” in 
Pennsylvania. The XVIII century is represented by the “Eph- 
rata” colony, in the same state. All the rest belong to the 
XIX century: “The Rappite and the Zoarite ventures” 
where, similarly to the Kvutza, the children were reared in a 
public nursery, though only from the age of three on; the 
“Aurora” colony, where no money was permitted and where, 
though there were supervisors, “none of them had the auth- 
ority to demand more work from the individual than he 
wished to contribute.” Keil’s “Bethel” colony in Missouri 
and also the well known “Shakers,” who still linger in Ken- 
tucky and New York, the two only ones with Jews among 
their members; also the still existing “Amana” which, like 
the Kvutza, accepted the communist way, “because they be- 
lieved that it would provide the best way for their economic 
survival”; the Bishop Hill colony of the “Swedish Christ” 
Eric Janson, who believed that he was Christ himself; and 
finally, the best-known of them all, Salt Lake City of the old- 
testamentary Mormons. 
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All of the economic utopias, as we said, were of the XIX 
century. Robert Owen’s “New Harmony,” on grounds 
purchased from the Rappites, in which members of all 
extractions, including Jews, were found; Ripley’s famous 
“Brook Farm,” with which the name of Nathaniel Haw- 
thorne as well as the names of James, Greely, Emerson, 
Thoreau and others were connected in one way or other; 
Ballou’s “Hopedale” and Alcott’s “Fruitlands” and finally 
John Humphrey Noyes’ “Oneida,” the “love colony,” the in- 
fluence of which still can be felt in the controversies about 
modern sex mores, and which still exists though in a 
changed form, as “Oneida Community Ltd.” 

Though by far more worldly than the religious utopias, 
the economic ones proved to be shorter lived. Lacking a 
unifying belief, they were much more exposed to dissension 
ard disintegration. But just because of their worldliness 
they are more comparable to our own society and the results 
of their experience should be more applicable to our own 
problems. 

Altogether of the XX century, in every respect, are the 
three last ones: Josiah Warren’s “Modern Times,” in L. L, 
Alexander Dowie’s “Zion City,” near Chicago, and Father 
Divine’s “Crum Elbow” heaven, opposite the paternal estate 
of F. D. R. The distinction between religious and economic, 
quite fluid in the first parts of the book, becomes altogether 
meaningless in their case. For even where there is religion, it 
hardly can be distinguished here from business. 

The main shortcoming of Calverton’s book seems to me 
to be its lack of emphasis upon the experimental aspect of 
these utopian communities. He sees in them rather reaction- 
ary phenomena. Rejecting “Churchianity,” as he calls it, 
they appear to him to have wanted “to go backward, not for- 
ward, in their struggle for perfection.” This is undoubtedly 
part of the truth. But the real significance of all these com- 
munal experiments lies, for the student of society, in the fact 
that they attempted to try out in a natural laboratory, as it 
were, ways of life differing from those generally followed. 
Questions of a highly experimental nature, such as for in- 
stance: “What would happen to society if we put the coop 
erative in place of the competitive principle?” or, “What 
would happen to the family if the children were educated 
by the community instead of by the parents?” still have to 
be discussed on the basis of opinions. Does not the experi- 
ence of these communities, especially of the economic ones, 
contain facts that could help put such discussions on a more 
concrete basis? But to make such facts available would mean 
to proceed beyond a mere description to an analysis of the 
basic social processes in these communities. Such an analysis, 
especially urgent at a time when all established order is fac- 
ing a crisis, and with it the need for new forms of social 
organization, is missing in Calverton’s book. But the author, 
after all, can hardly be blamed for not doing the things he 
did not set out to do. Otherwise he would have found it 
necessary to change the whole structure of his work and in- 
clude, for instance, a comparison of these utopian settle- 
ments in America with the unique phenomenon of the 
Kvutza which, though experimental, could hardly be called 
utopian. That, however, is an entirely different story. 

As it is, the book remains a valuable source for the 
student of the “virtual movement” in society. 

HEINRICH INFELD. 


Exiled to the Temple 


LEAVES FROM A RABBI’S NOTEBOOK, Also Autobio- 
graphical and other Essays (Hebrew). By Max Raisin, 
B. A., LL.D. Shulsinger, Brooklyn, 1941. 389 pp. 


OR A REFORM rabbi to write Hebrew is not only 
unusual—it is downright incongruous. If the writ- 
ing were poor or ordinary, the fact would present merely 
another curiosity. But Dr. Raisin writes well. And this 
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book is especially good. It is of rare value in enabling 
the intelligent reader to form a picture of American Jewish 
life for over forty years. The author is a thoughtful and 
observant Jewish scholar who early in life had strayed 
into the reform rabbinate and views life from the particular 
niche formed by his position. 

Inspite of the implication of the title, this is not pri- 
marily an autobiographical book. But there is enough 
biographical material scattered throughout the essays to 
give the attentive reader a complete picture of the man 
whose essays on many subjects appear in the volume. We 
shall present the man and his views. 


Mordecai Zeeb Raisin was born in a small town in 
White Russia about sixty years ago. He received a good 
traditional education and was evidently influenced by the 
haskalah and the Hebrew literature of his day, and by the 
Hibbath-Zion movement. He was a mere lad when he 
arrived in New York, where he settled on the East Side, at- 
tended public school and continued his interest in Hebrew. 
He helped form the first Hebrew-speaking circle in 
America and was among the first Zionists. Raisin was in 
New York when Herzl published his Judenstaat and the 
Zionist movement was given a new character. A short 
time after his arrival here, he went to Cincinnati where 
he studied at the Hebrew Union College, and has been a 
practicing rabbi for nearly forty years. He is now in 
Paterson, N. J. He visited Europe and Palestine. 


There are vivid descriptions in the book of the New 
York East Side in the nineties, of the Hebrew Union Col- 
lege, of many aspects of rabbinical practice, and there are 
interesting discussions of Jewish life in America, of Jew- 
ish religion, of Christianity, of Hebrew literature, of 
Zionism, of events and personalities. The author's peculiar 
position, added to his abilities, make all these particularly 
interesting reading. 

At the Union College, Raisin was only one of the three 
students who could read Hebrew with ease. The ignorance 
of the general body of students and the ineffectiveness of 
the teaching of Jewish students were even more appalling 
than they are today. Raisin daes not put it in quite that 
language, he says there has been a marked improvement 
since his days. On the whole, the author liked his colleagues 
at the Union College and found them very kindly, very 
friendly and, apart from their Jewish background, quite cul- 
tured. He cannot, however overlook their lack of Jewish 
scholarship. He finds the ignorance of the rabbis the most 
serious weakness of Reform Judiasm. 

Raisin’s own theology is that of Reform Judaism. Es- 
sentially a maskil, he finds enough in common between the 
principles of haskalah and of the founders of Reform 
Judaism to embrace the latter without compunction. He 
sees Reform Judaism gradually giving way to Conservative 
Judaism for which he has little respect, but he maintains 
that the historic contribution of Reform to American 
Jewry will outlive its present form. Naturally he has little 
regard for those of his colleagues who out of a combination 
of sensationalism with am-haaratzuth prate about “bringing 
Jesus back into the Jewish fold.” A weak point in Raisin’s 
evaluation of Reform Judaism is his failure to stress the 
social and economic elemént. That the whole concept of Re- 
form Judaism in America—apart from its theology—was 
predictated on the successful Jewish merchant class is en- 
tirely left out of account in his discussions. 


Raisin’s Jewish scholarship is solid. His attachment 
to Hebrew has been steadfast all these years. He developed 
his Hebrew style and continued to write Hebrew even 
though he entertains no hope for the future of Hebrew in 
America. He believes the conditions which brought about 
the revival of Hebrew in Eastern Europe do not obtain 
here, and that only in Palestine Hebrew has a future. 
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Raisin is a Zionist, a cultural Zionist. But to him Achad- 
Haam is not merely the founder of a school in Zionism, 
but the teacher and mentor of a generation. In Achad- 
Haam’s views on Judaism this scholarly Reform Jew finds 
views akin to his own, in his style and in his personal 
friendship he finds a great deal of inspiration. There is 
only one man in Raisin’s life who commands his affection 
nearly as much as Achad-Haam, and that is Isaac Meir 
Wise, the founder of Reform Judaism in America. And 
nothing evokes so much pride in him as the personal inter- 
est Achad-Haam took in his writings and the friendship he 
showed him. 

The tone of Raisin’s writing is serious, it has little 
humor. It commands respect and attention. There is, of 


. course, much more in the contents of the book than the 


reflection of the author's personality. But this is the ele- 
ment which lends itself best to a brief review such as this. 
The style is scholarly and lucid. The book is well gotten 
up and the print is pleasing to the eye. But the proof- 
reader—whoever it was—did not cover himself with glory. 
M. Z. R. F. 


War Diary 


YOUTH AMIDST THE RUINS, A Chronicle of Jewish 
Youth in the War, published for Hashomer Hatzair 
Organization, 305 Broadway, New York City, by Scopus 
Publishing Company; 1941; 117 pp. $1.00. 


NTERNATIONALLY famous war correspondents have 

written miles of columns and printed stacks of books 
about the current European embroglio. Here is a little book 
that was written by virtually anonymous young people, un- 
named and unsung, but perhaps to be honored when the 
clouds of war disperse. 

The ruins of Europe seem to be ugliest where the Jewish 
community is concentrated. Not that the physical ruins of 
squalid homes is any worse, but that the fellow-sufferers, 
the “Aryan” Poles, found time even in the hour of their 
destruction to discriminate against the Jew. Only an excep- 
tionally noticeable act of bravery would make a Polish 
officer forget the epithet “Jew” and refer to a Chalutz as a 
“young man.” 

The Chalutz youth is the youth that has stood out amidst 
these ruins of a continent and a people. When Poland was 
partitioned, the Comsomol found their most unyielding 
ideological opponents in the camp of the Jewish collec 
tivists, the would-be members of the Palestinian kebutzim. 
One of the saddest commentaries on the Russian com- 
munists is their inability to comprehend the possibility of 
voluntary collectivism as practiced by tens of thousands in 
Palestine. Saved from the physical tortures that Nazi rule 
would bring, most Polish Jews welcomed the Red Army. 
However, disillusionment soon yet in as the process of de- 
Judaizing began. Parents and even teachers bowed to the 
will of the Soviets, but children trained in Zionist youth 
ranks spoke boldly of their beliefs, of their hopes to reach 
Palestine, of their desire to study Hebrew. 

For more than a hundred pages, the reader of this volume 
is carried from incident to incident, described in simple 
human terms. Hysteria, maimed bodies, confusion, resolu- 
tion, flight, subterranean activities and finally congregation 
in Wilno, the last “station” to Palestine, follow each other 
quickly. In this station at Wilno, two trains stop, going in 
opposite directions. “One train carried Chalutzim on the 
way to Palestine and Jewish self-esteem; the other to mate- 
rial comfort at the price of Red assimilation.” These are 
the two main roads offered Jews under Soviet rule. Some 
Chalutzim who fought with the Poles against the Nazi 
invasion are probably now at the side of the Red Army 
fighting the same mortal enemy. But back of their minds 
lurks the question they asked nearly two years ago when 
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they were “saved” by Russia: “Will it be possible to emi- 
grate to Palestine?” In broader terms, will Russia emerge 
from this war a bit wiser in its treatment of the Jewish 
problem? 

The little book is good reading for young Zionists and 
old. While the contents deal specifically with writings about 
Hashomer Hatzair, the same picture holds true of many 
Zionist youth groups still struggling amidst the ruins. 


NACHUM GUTTMAN. 


Jews in the Eternal City 


HISTORY OF THE JEWS IN ROME, by Herman Vogel- 
stein. Translated by Moses Hadas. Jewish Publication 
Society, 421 pp. 


Every new book in the Jewish Communities Series of the 
Jewish Publication Society should be an occasion of rejoic- 
ing. The books may be duller reading than juvenile titles 
like Moe Jacobs, The Jewish Ball of Fire (this is not, of 
course, an exact citation) or the ventures in the field of the 
novel which the Society has been putting out lately; but un- 
doubtedly they can stand the pace of competition better. 
Nobody else is publishing basic volumes on the history of 
Jewish communities. 

The new book on Rome is a worthy addition to the series. 
It is an abridgement and revision of a work which has been 
a standard reference for over forty years. It is competently 
translated with only very rare lapses into highfalutin and 
strained forms of expression. It is excellently illustrated and 
indexed. 

One must allow historians their own standards. One 
should not expect conscientiously written history of the 
Jewish community in Rome to dwell in the philosophic 
heights naturally associated with the coincidence of the 
Eternal People and the Eternal City. Yet, after all, certain 
concessions to the exigencies of a popular exposition have 
been made. Most of the footnotes of the original volumes 
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have been suppressed. If the public has some rights which 
the historical writer must respect, we should at least be 
given a presentation of the history of the Jews in Rome 
which tries to make the events intelligible. Why, after the 
Golden Age of the Renaissance, were the Jews suddenly 
plunged into the Ghetto? Even a simple explanation on the 
lines of Biblical historiography, such as that they did evil in 
the eyes of the Lord and were therefore punished, would 
be welcome. 

Of course, for the early period, material for an intelligible 
explanation is frequently missing as the author repeatedly 
complains. The second half of the book dealing with the 
Counter Reformation and the Ghetto, up to modern times, 
for which fuller data are available, is much the more 
satisfactory. B. H. 





OUR CONTRIBUTORS 


VICTOR CHERNOFF was the chairman of the 
Russian Constituent Assembly that was 
dispersed by the Bolsheviks in 1917. He 
has been an exile from Russia since that 
time, living in various European countries. 
Recently he arrived in the United States. 

REUVEN FRANK is a young journalist who 
has contributed widely to the collegiate 
press. 

MAXIMILIAN SCHEER has recently arrived 
from France. 

GEORGE FINKEL, a promising young novelist, 
has been managing editor of the Jewish 
Community Press of Los Angeles. 
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CORRESPONDENCE 





CHALLENGE 


To the Editor, JEWISH FRONTIER: 
July, 22nd, 1941. 
Dear Sir: 

My attention has been drawn to an 
article by William Storm, entitled 
“Bundles for Germany” which appear- 
ed in the June issue of your magazine. 

The bulk of this article deals with 
the 1G-Farbenindustrie, and knowing 
nothing about that corporation, I can- 
not judge whether Mr. Storm’s state- 
ments are correct or not. 

However, I happen to know quite a 
lot about the companies mentioned in 
the last two paragraphs of his article 
on page 9, and if the statements con- 
tained in the balance of Mr. Storm's 
article are as inaccurate as the state- 
ments contained in those two pata- 
graphs, then I must say that it is a 
shocking piece of misleading report- 
ing. 

For instance, Mr. Storm states that 
Metallgesellschaft enjoys a “practical 
monopoly in the German iron trade.” 
As a matter of fact, iron and steel are 
about the only metals in which Metall- 
gesellschaft does not deal. Moreover, if 
Mr. Storm had ever heard of such 
rather well known companies as Stahl- 
Union, Gloeckner, Thyssen, Stinnes, 
etc., it is hard to understand how he 
could have made such an absurd state- 
ment. 

Mr. Storm further says that Metall- 
gesellschaft “controls four American 
companies,” including the Ore & 
Chemical Corporation, American Lurgi 
Corporation and the Pembroke Chem- 
ical Corporation. I am a director of the 
two former corporations and have act- 
ed as counsel for the latter, and am 
personally familiar with their affairs; 
and I am able to state, of my own 
knowledge, that Metallgesellschaft 
does not own a share in either com- 
pany. The Pembroke Chemical Cor- 
poration is in fact English-American 
controlled. 

The American Lurgi Corporation is 


Swiss owned. Whatever products Pem- 
broke produces are shipped exclusively 
to American or English markets. Like- 
wise, the Revertex Corporation of 
America is American-British control- 
led, and Metallgesellschaft has not a 
share therein. 

Furthermore, Mr. Storm classifies 
the Ore & Chemical Corporation as an 
“investment corporation.” As a matter 
of fact, that corporation has only about 
$200,000 capital, which is actively 
used in its business of exporting and 
importing and it is in no sense an 
investment corporation. 

Mr. Storm further refers to the fact 
that I am a director of Phelps Dodge 
Refining Corporation, Nichols Engin- 
eering & “Refining” Corporation, and 
“Collahan” Zinc Lead Corporation. 
The correct name of the Nichols Com- 
pany is Nichols Engineering & Re- 
search Corporation, and it has nothing 
whatever to do with refining. It manu- 
factures and sells furnaces and other 
similar metallurgical equipment. The 
statement that these companies “spe- 
cialize in the very metals the Nazis are 
buying through Metallgesellschaft,” 
contains an implication which is abso- 
lutely untrue. The Phelps Dodge Re- 
fining Corporation refines copper sent 
to it by customers from all over the 
world, but its main business is refining 
copper produced by its parent com- 
pany, the Phelps Dodge Corporation, 
from its American properties. 

The Callahan Zinc Lead Company 
operates lead-zinc properties in the 
United States and has an interest in a 
gold mine in Alaska. It has never had 
any relationship whatsoever with 
Metallgesellschaft. 

It would be most illuminating if Mr. 
Storm could be compelled to produce a 
list showing all of the metals that 
Metallgesellschaft, directly or indirect- 
ly, bought from these three companies 
during the past ten years. 

The statements contained in Mr. 
Storm’s article reflect seriously upon 
the integrity and professional standing 
of myself and my associates on the 
Boards of Directors of the American 
corporations above named, and his 
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article would furnish ample basis for 
civil suits for damages for malicious 
misrepresentation. However, so far as I 
have any personal knowledge, none of 
my co-directors feel inclined to take 
such action at present. We do feel, 
however, that your attention should be 
drawn to the utterly inexcusable mis- 
Statements contained in Mr. Storm's 
article and that you should make ap- 
propriate corrections and apologies in 
the next issue of your magaine. 
Very truly yours, 
JULIAN B. BEATY. 


REPLY 


To the Editor, JEWISH FRONTIER: 


uly 24, 1941 
Dear Sir: sie 

First of all, I owe an apology to Mr. 
Beaty. His statement concerning the 
names of the Nichols Company and 
Callahan Zinc Lead are correct. I am 
glad to learn also that neither these two 
corporations nor Phelps-Dodge do any 
business with Metallgesellschaft. The 
presence of Mr. Beaty’s name on their 
boards of directors, and on the boards 
of the American Lurgi and the Ore & 
Chemical is thus purely coincidental, 
and I willingly acknowledge it. 

As for Mr. Beaty’s assertion that 
Metallgesellschaft “does not trade” in 
iron and steel, may I remind him that I 
did not mention steel in connection 
with this company. As for the iron, the 
following subsidiaries of Metallgesell- 
schaft do deal in it: Hamburger Metall- 
Handelsgesellschaft, Hamburg; Metall 
und Handelsgesellschaft, Vienna; 
Metallverkaufsgesellschaft, Frankfort; 
and Eisenerz GmbH, Berlin. 

Mr. Beaty, who is a director of the 
Ore & Chemical Corporation and 
American Lurgi Corporation, and has 
acted as counsel for the Pembroke 
Chemical Corporation, writes that of 
his “own knowledge” “Metallgesell- 
schaft’ does not own a share of either 
company.” The same holds, according 
to him, for the Revertex Corporation 
of America. 

I have no reason whatsoever to 
doubt Mr. Beaty’s word. May I point 
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out, however, that I derived my in- 
formation from a source considered 
the most authoritative and reliable as 
far as German corporations and their 
investments abroad are concerned, 
namely the Handbuch der Deutschen 
Aktiengesellschaften, the German 
equivalent of Moody’s. 

In its 1939 edition (the last one 
available in New York, as far as I 
know), v. 3, pp. 3090, etc., the Hand- 
buch lists, among the subsidiaries of 
Metallgesellschaft and companies in 
which the latter own shares, the four 
American corporations named above. 

According to the Handbuch, the Ore 
& Chemical Corporation trades in 
metals, ores, and chemicals, and also is 
interested in “Uebernahme von Beteili- 
gungen,” which I correctly interpreted 
as “investment.” 

As for the American Lurgi Corpora- 
tion, Metallgesellschaft completely 
owns in Germany herself the Lurgi- 
Thermie GmbH, Cologne, Lurgi Ap- 
paratebau GmbH, Lurgi Gesellschaft 
fuer Chemie und Huettenwesen, Lurgi 
Gesellschaft fuer Waermetechnik, and 
the Lurgi Werkstaetten, all four in 
Frankfort, and has, in addition, some 
stock in S. A. d’Exploitation des Pro- 
cédés Lurgi, Paris, France. It seems that 
the word “Lurgi,” which refers to a 
patented technical process, is definitely 
connected with Metallgesellschaft. 

The same holds for the Revertex 
Corporation of America, in addition to 
which the Handbuch mentions Rever- 
tex, Ltd., London, and the Kautschuk 








GmbH, Frankfort, a wholly-owned 
subsidiary of Metallgesellschaft, en- 
gaged in manufacturing “Revertex.” 

Finally, the Pembroke Chemical 
Corporation is described in the Hand- 
buch as a phosphorus producing com- 
pany interested in acquiring and ex- 
ploiting phosphates deposits in the 
neighborhood of. Pembroke, Florida, 
where it is located. Metallgesellschaft 
does trade in phosphates. 

Mr. Beaty does not deny that the 
American corporations mentioned in 
the Handbuch under the general head- 
ing “Metallgesellschaft” are intercon- 
nected in some way. The names of 
most of their directors of some years 
ago (I do not know whether they have 
changed since then) prove that it is so, 
and that, with the exception of Mr. 
Beaty himself, this connection, as far as 
these executives are concerned, mostly 
materializes in names of German 
origin. Mr. Hans Bernstorff was (or 
still is) vice-president of Ore & Chem- 
ical and American Lurgi; Mr. Rudolf 
Schreiber, vice-president of the former 
company and president of Revertex. 
Moreover, American Lurgi was (or 
still it) presided over by Dr. Frank 
Mueller, and Ore & Chemical had (or 
still has) among its directors, Mr. 
Ernst Simon. 

It is possible that since the begin- 
ning of the war, Metallgesellschaft has 
liquidated or transferred to someone 
else its investments in the four Amer- 
ican corporations it was connected 
with. So many other German trusts 
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have done so for obvious reasons. 
(Metallgesellschaft could use for this 
purpose, for instance, the Schweizer- 
ische Gesellschaft fuer Metallwerte, 
Basel, Switzerland, a holding company 
in which it owns a majority interest). 
In this case, the statement of Mr. Beaty 
is technically correct, although some- 
what incomplete. If not, I see only two 
explanations left. Either the Handbuch 
has printed false information, or Mr. 
Beaty has been misled as to the back- 
ground of the corporations of which 
he is a director. If*the first is true, he 
should complain to the editor of the 
Handbuch. In the second case, he 
might protest to his own associates. 
WILLIAM STORM. 


FROM THE ARMY 


52 Sig. Main. Co. 
Aviation 

Albrook Field, C. Z. 
June 30, 1941 


JEWISH FRONTIER 
New York City 
Gentlemen, 

I have been receiving the JEWISH 
FRONTIER regularly and enjoy reading 
every copy. 

I have also received a promotion to 
Private First Class. The increase in 
salary which goes with my promotion 
you will find enclosed. Kindly accept it 
to help aid our needy. 

Respectfully yours, 
PFc. RALPH ROSE. 








Administrative Committee 

The second meeting of the newly 
elected Administrative Committee was 
held on Tuesday, July 29th at the Pic- 
cadilly Hotel in New York City. Dr. 
Seidel reported on his visits to a num- 
ber of communities where he met with 
the chapters of the League. On his tour 
Dr. Seidel met with League chapters in 
Milwaukee, Detroit, Cleveland, Chi- 
cago, Pittsburgh and Washington, 
D. C. The various committees which 
were appointed at the previous meet- 
ing of the Administrative Committee 
reported on the plans which they had 
worked out for the coming year. The 
reports were made by Louis Ruffman 
for the Cultural Committee, Helen 
Samuels for the Committee on Chapter 
Activities, Samuel Duker for the Com- 
mittee on Organization and Public Re- 
lations, and Ralph Wechsler for the 
Finance Committee. Their reports were 
discussed at length and tentatively ap- 
proved. Upon the completion of their 
work the committees will send out 
their reports to all League Chapters. 





While the detailed reports cannot as 
yet be announced, indications are that 
a well-rounded and interesting pro- 
gram will be presented to the League 
Chapters at the beginning of the fiscal 
year. 


Farewell to Miriam Lipton 


The Administrative Committee, at 
its meeting on July 29, had the occas- 
ion of bidding farewell to Miriam Lip- 
ton who is taking up residence at Los 
Angeles. Dr. Seidel, Samuel Duker, 
Helen Samuels and Israel Mereminski 
spoke of Miss Lipton’s contributions to 
the development of the League and of 
her zeal, devotion and leadership in 
local as well as national League activ- 
ities. The conviction was expressed 
that Miss Lipton’s presence in Los An- 
geles will start a new era for League 
expansion on the coast. Incidentally, 
Miss Lipton will find excellent co- 
workers in Dr. R. Yarden who has re- 
cently moved from Philadelphia to Los 
Angeles, as well as in the present lead- 
ership of the Los Angeles Chapters. 


Appointment to Editorial Board 
Of the JEwisH FRONTIER 
Louis Ruffman, a member of the Ad- 
ministrative Committee and chairman 
of the Cultural Committee has been ap- 
pointed to represent the League on the 
Editorial Board of the Jewish Frontier. 
Summer Seminar 
The fifth annual Summer Seminar of 
the League will be held at Unser Camp, 
Highland Mills, N. Y. from August 
15 to August 29th, 1941. 
PROGRAM 
(Subject to minor changes) 
Aug. 16—EuROPE UNDER THE NAZIS 
—Dr. Simon Segal (2 lectures) 
Aug. 18, 19 20—PALESTINE TODAY 
—Histadruth Facing New Prob- 
lems—Dr. May Bere (6 lectures) 
Aug. 21--BLUEPRINTS FOR THE FU- 
TURE (Based on text material )— 
—Marie Syrkin (2 lectures) 
Aug.22, 23—THE COMING WORLD 
OrpDER—Lecturer to be announced 
Aug. 25—PROBLEMS OF RECON- 
STRUCTION—Dr. Arieh Tartakow- 
er (2 lectures) 
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Aug. 26—EXPERIENCES FROM THE munist machinations within our own 


LAST PEACE CONFERENCE—Bar- 
uch Zuckerman (2 lectures) 

Aug. 27—PREPARATIONS FOR THE 
COMING PEACE CONFERENCE— 
Dr. Jacob Robinson (2 lectures) 

Aug. 28—PRESENT POLITICAL SITU- 
ATION IN AND AROUND PALEs- 
TINE—Israel Mereminski (2 lec- 
tures ) 

The camp is well equipped for an 
ideal vacation, having all facilities for 
bathing and other sports. 

Rates: Bungalows — $19.00 per 
week; Tents—$17.00 per week 


League Day 

All League members are cordially 
invited to participate in the HISTAD- 
RUTH DAY program at Unser Camp, 
Highland Mills, N. Y. on Sunday, Aug- 
ast 10, 1941. League members in Great- 
2t New York, Newark and Philadelphia 
will receive by mail all the necessary 
information peftaining to the League 
outing to Unser Camp on Histadruth 
Day. Members in other communities 
who are interested in attending may ob- 
tain the necessary information by writ- 
ing to the League office. 


IN THE POALE ZION 


Meeting on Nasi-Soviet War 


More than 300 people were turned 
away from the meeting on the Ger- 
man-Russian War held on July 9 at the 
Pennsylvania Hotel. Before an audi- 
ence of more than 1,000 members and 
friends, David Wertheim, Secretary of 
the Poale Zion and Chairman of the 
meeting, declared that the policy of the 
Labor Zionist Movement is to give un- 
conditional support to all enemies of 
Nazi Germany while opposing com- 
munist “United Front” slogans on the 
home front. 

The talented journalist and author 
Willi Schlamm declared that every 
possible assistance should be extended 
to Russia in its war against Hitler. In 
supporting Russia’s war efforts, he said, 
we do not thereby relinquish our strug- 
gle against the dictatorial Bolshevist 
regime. 

The second speaker, Victor Cher- 
noff, the Russian Socialist exile, ex- 
pressed his gratitude over the fact that 
the Russian people have at last found 
their place among the enemies of Hit- 
lerism. 


Hayim Greenberg in the concluding 
address of the meeting called for sup- 
port to all victims of aggression and 
for the maximum aid to Russia. We 
must not forget however, he said, that 
Communism is not democracy and that 
our loyalty to democracy dictates that 
we should keep our own ranks clean 
and that we should expose the Com- 


Jewish communal life. 

Following the meeting the Central 
Committee of the Poale Zion released 
a leaflet clarifying its stand in 100,000 
copies. 


In the Central Committee 


At a recent session of the Central 
Committee Meyer L. Brown, former 
President of the Jewish National 
Workers’ Alliance and Secretary of 
Poale Zion, who is now on a visit from 
Palestine, reported on the latest devel- 
opments in Palestine and the His- 
tadrut. 
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The role of the Keren Hayesod in 
this war economy of Palestine was viv 
idly described by Mr. Leib Jaffe, direc- 
tor of the Keren Hayesod of Jerusalem) 
who stopped off in the United State 
on his way to Canada and Mexico in) 
the interests of the fund. 


New Group in San Francisco 


Thanks to the efforts of Saadia Gelb, 
Labor Zionist Executive director of} 
Los Angeles, a new Poale Zion group 
was organized in San Francisco. The’ 
temporary officers are Leon Cywan and | 
Miriam Goldeen. i 
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